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SPECIAL SENATE INVESTIGATION ON CHARGES AND 
COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY ROBERT T. SYEVENS, JOHN G. ADAMS, H. STRUVE 
HENSEL AND SENATOR JOE McCARTHY, ROY M. COHN, 
AND FRANCIS P. CARR 


FRIDAY, JUNE 4, 1954 


Unitep States SENATE, 
SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 


AFTER RECESS 


(The hearing was resumed at 2:10 p. m., pursuant to recess. ) 

Present: Senator Kar] E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota, chair- 
man; Senator Everett McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Ilinois; Sen- 
ator Charles E. Potter, Republican, Michigan; Senator Henry C. 
Dworshak, Republican, Idaho; Senator John L. McClellan, Demo- 
erat, Arkansas; Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; 
and Senator Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Also present: Ray H. Jenkins, chief counsel to the subcommittee; 
Thomas R. Prewitt, assistant counsel; Charles Maner, assistant 
counsel. 

Principal participants present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, a 
United States Senator from the State of Wisconsin; Roy M. Cohn, 
chief counsel to the subcommittee; Joseph N. Welch, special counsel 
for the Army; and James D. St. Clair, special counsel for the Army. 

Senator Munpr. The committee will please come to order. 

The Chair will open the afternoon session by again welcoming the 
guests who have come to the committee room for purposes of seeing 
and hearing these hearings. I assure you on behalf of my colleagues 
you are most welcome, and we are happy to have you here as our 
guests, and to remind those of you who have been here before and to 
acquaint those of you who are here for the first time of the fact that 
there is a standing committee rule forbidding any manifestations of 
approval or disapproval of an audible nature at any time or of any 
kind. The uniformed officers that you see before you and the plain- 
clothes people scattered through the audience have standing instruc- 
tions from the Chair and the committee to remove imme diately from 
the room, politely but firmly, and without any further instructions 
from the Chair, any of our guests who, for reasons best known to them- 
selves, elect to violate the terms under which they entered the com- 
mittee room, namely, to refrain from interrupting the hearings by 
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any manifestations of an audible nature, of approval or of disap- 


( oul se] Jenkii Ba | believe you were 90)! gy to have three special 
short witnesses before us this afternoon. Are they here and avail- 


Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, at this time I desire to call, as the next 
witness, Mrs. Pike. 

mPenatol Mi NDT, Will Mrs. P Ke COIN » tothe stand ? 

Mr. Welch 2 

Mr. Wetc 1. Could I make 8 suggestion about these witnesses, which 
I think might make our job very much shorter ¢ 


Senator Munpr. Ye , Sir; you may. 

Mr. Weicnu. I have already disclosed to Mr. Jenkins what wit 
nesses are here and what they have. There are three witn ‘s here 

0 monitored calls between Mr. Stevens or Mr. Adams on the one 
hand, and the various Senators seated at this table « n the other, in 


cluding Senator McCarthy. Each monitored telephone call that is 
nvolved has been submitted to Mr. Horowitz, as Mr. Jenkins knows. 
It is proposed by me, Mr. Jenkins, that the three witneses be called, 
that they identify the telephone calls that are in Mr. Horowitz’ pos 
session as having been taken and transcribed by them, and that they 
swear to their accurac y. 

Mr. Jenkins. That is precisely what I am about to do, Mr. Welch. 

Mr. Wetcu. Then having had them sworn as to their accuracy, 
th y could be arranged In chronological order after they are sworn 
as to their accuracy, and read, either by one of the witnesses or by 
omeone other than the witnesses, the point being that they are all 
jumbled up as to chronology as between the three. 

Mr. Jenxins. Mr. Welch, at this time I intend to put on Mrs, Pike 
for the purpose of proving the very first monitored telep! ione call 
between Senator Mundt and the Secretary of the Army. 

Senator Munpr. Very well. We will call Mrs. Pike. That is what 
l am interested in. Mrs. Pike? 

Mr. Wetcu. I think Mr. Rhodes had the earliest one. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair is endeavoring to get whoever it was 
who monitored his call because the first order of business was agreed 
to be the introduction of my call appropriately surrounded with 
the nece sary legal provisions, suggestions helpfully made by my 
enior colleague from Arkansas. 

If that is Mrs. Pike, fine. If it is Mr. Lucas, O. K.. or if it is Mr. 
Rhodes, I want to see the third party to the telephone conversation 
so we can get on with the work. 

Mr. Wetcu. Let me put it to you this way so we will understand 
each other. On the 20th of February there were 7 tele p! hone ealls here 
being offered. The first one was to Mr. Dirksen and is in evidence but 
has not been sworn to. 

I beg your pardon. There is something in pencil above this. 

Mr. Jenkins. I think you would save time, Mr. Welch, if you had 
Mr. Lucas, Mr. Rhodes, and Mrs. Pike have seats at or near the witness 
chair. 

Senator Munpr. Will you find additional chairs, Mr. St. Clair, and 
we will put the four of you there. It is a good idea to put you all on 
together. Will the three monitors please assume the witness stand. 

Are you Mrs. Pike? 
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Mrs. Pree. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Lucas I recognize. What is the name of the 
tall young man, Mr. Rhodes ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpt. Would you all please stand and be sworn together ? 

Will you raise your right hands. Do you solemnly swear the testi- 
mony you are about to give will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Pixs. I do. 

Mr. Lueas. I do. 

Mr. Ruopes. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. JANE R. PIKE 


Senator Munpr. You may proceed, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Jenxins. Will you please tell the committee your full name? 

Mrs. Pree. Jane R. Pike. 

Mr. Jenxins. Mrs. Pike, what official position, if any do you hold 
at the Pentagon ? 

Mrs. Prxe. I am secretary to the Secretary. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mrs. Pike, will you please pull the microphone up a 
little closer to you so that all the members of the committee may hear 
what you say. 

Senator Munpr. Speak up a little more loudly, please. 

Mrs. Pixs. Secretary to the Secretary of the Army. 

Mr. Jenkins. You are secretary to the Secretary of the Army, Mr. 
Stevens? 

Mrs. Pixr. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. As such, do you take dictation in shorthand, Mrs. 
Pike? 

Mrs. Pixr. I do. 

Mr. Jenxins. I will ask you whether or not on occasion you moni- 
tored certain telephone calls between the Secretary of the Army and 
others ? 

Mrs. Prxe. I do. 

Mr. Jenxtns. Have you or not on occasion monitored certain tele- 
phone calls between the Secretary of the Army and the members of this 
subcommittee ? 

Mrs. Prxe. Yes. sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And particularly the chairman of this subcommittee, 
Senator Mundt? 

Mrs. Prxe. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Please state whether or not, Mrs. Pike, on February 
20, 1954, you monitored a telephone call between Senator Mundt and 
the Secret: iry of the Army, Mr. Stevens? 

Mrs. Prxe. I did. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you have an exact copy of the transcription of 
your notes before you? 

Mrs. Pixs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you, Mrs. Pike—is it Miss or Mrs. ¢ 

Mrs. Pree. Mrs. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mrs., I will ask you to now read to the members of 
the committee the context of that telephone call of February 20, 1954. 

Mrs. Pixr. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Jenkins. Mrs. Pike, my attention has been called to the fact 
that you are still too far away from the microphone and the members 
of the committee do not hear you. 

Senator Munpr. Mrs. Pike, before you read, may I inquire whether 
this is a verbatim transer iption of what was said by me to Mr. Stevens 
and by Mr. Stevens to me? 

Mrs. Prxe. Well, Senator Mundt, I am a secretary, and try to get 
down as muchas I can. Ido not do this always, of course, you under- 
stand. Only on occasion. 

Senator Munpr. I am simply inquiring. I am going to have you 
read whatever you have there. But I would like to ‘know for my own 
benefit whether it is a verbatim transcription, as I presume it is, and if, 
as Mr. Lucas testified, sometimes either Mr. Stevens talked too rapidly 
or somebody else did, and he didn’t get it all. He said he put down 
little dots. So if you overlooked something and couldn't get it, as you 
read it I wish you would indicate the fact that there are dots there 
and if my grammar is a little worse than usual, I will realize you over- 
looked something. 

Mrs. Prxe. Sir, I just don’t try to take it verbatim, because I just 
can't, and not being used to taking two sides of a conversation that way, 
I do not try to take verbatim. I do try, of course, to be as accurate as 
possible in getting the substance. 

Senator Munpr. Do I understand what you are about to read is not 
an actual transcription taken down in stenographic notes but sort of 
& synopsis or a summary of what was said by the two parties? 

Mrs. Pixe. To the best of my ability. It is not verbatim, as I say, 
but the main— 

Senator Munpr. It is more or less a summary ? 

Mrs. Prxe. That is right. 

Senator Munpr. All right. Whatever you have, you may read. 
You won’t have to mention any dots, then, since there 1s no transcrip- 
tion, but only a summation. 

Mrs. Pike. That is right. 

February 20, 1954 


Senator Dirksen. Will you raise that mike just a little? 

Senator Munpr. We can’t hear you. 

Senator McCarrtuy. I think if you will pull the mike a little nearer. 

Senator Munpr. Pull it up as close as you can. 

Mrs. Prxe. I will try to speak louder. 

Senator McCarrny. May I ask the control man if he can turn it up 
a little bit? 

All right. 

Mrs. Pikr (reading) : 


Feb. 20, 1954, 11: 00 a. m.—Senator Karl Mundt returned S/A’s call of earlier 
this morning. S/A said he was calling following up his conversation of yester- 
day afternoon, that he had tried to find out—and wasn’t able to until this morn- 
ing—where Joe was because he thought it only right and decent and fair that 
he should call him on the phone and tell him he called on as many members of 
the Sub-committee as he could find and express his concern. S/A indicated: 
He located him in Albany. As they went on with conversation Joe got madder 
and madder. Sen. McC. asked—do you mean to say Gen. Zwicker is not going 
to appear before the Committee on Tuesday. S/A replied—I am going to try 
to keep him from doing this because I feel what the man has been put through 
should not be repeated. Then he blew his lid on me and asked if I would accept 
a subpoena for Tuesday morning at 10:00. I replied I would take it under 
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advisement. He asked—are you refusing? I said, no I am not accepting or 
refusing. Sen McC said—you are subpoened for 10.00 Tuesday morning and 
ung up the phone. 

Sen. Mundt questioned the refusal to accept a subpoena—said if they re- 
linquished their power of subpoena to Executive departments, might as well 
close up Congress as a shop. S/A said when a subpoena is served he certainly 
will appear, but did not feel it necessary to state his position on phone. Sen. 
Mundt indicated Sen. McC ex uld not subpoena by phone anyway, indicating 
he had not seen him for a while but he seemed to be carrying on a 1-man 
crusade because of something that happened last Fall. Then he asked where 


hearing would be and S/A said Sen. MeC didn’t say—but he presumed Wash. 
Sen. Mundt panies ated he had tried to get transeript, but it hadn’t come down. 
S/A said—incidentally the part 1 had quotes on has been stricken from record. 
Sen. Mundt anid he didn’t see quotes mentioned, S/A said they were in the 
Baltimore Sun—which was the only paper he knew of. jp 


Senator McCarruy. May I interrupt? 

Senator Munpr. The Chair is not going to accept any interruptions 
during the reading of the monitors, because I think they should be in 
the record without any inte rruption in their entirety. 

Senator McCarriry. Mer. Chairman, let me assure you there will be 
nothing unnecessary about the interruption. I merely wanted to ask 
the young lady for ‘the time because I have a time on a phone call I 
liad with the Secretary. I want to check it. The time is that—what 
time was it? 

Mrs. Pike. The time of this call? Eleven a. m. on February 20. 

Senator McCartny. Thank you very much. 

senator Munprt. Is that oe end of the eonversation ? 

Mrs. Pike. I am sorry, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Is that the end of the conversation ? 

Mrs. Pixe. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. J. P. at the bottom—— 

Mrs. Prxe. Those are my imitials, sit 

Senator Munpr. May I ask now whether you have other monitored 
telephone calls, Mrs. Pike? 

Mrs. Pixe. Of yours, sir? 

Senator Munpv. Yes. 

Mrs. Prxe. I do not. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman, could I for the record now— 
I intend to ask that my calls be read in, also. Could I show that the 
time on this monitored call was 11 a. m. on the 20th of February, at 
which time the Secretary told you he couldn’t find me; that I had 
a monitored phone call with Secretary Stevens at 10 a. m., so he had 
talked to me 1 hour before he told you he couldn’t find me. 

Senator Munpr. Now, Mrs. Pike, did I understand that you had 
never monitored any other calls? 

Mrs. Pixs. Oh, no. Not that I recall, siz 

Senator Munpr. The purpose of all this business is to disclose our 
souls entirely, and I want to know whether on this subject you have 
monitored any other calls of mine—you can say either yes or no—on 
this controversial subject—— 

Mrs. Prxr. On this subject; no, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Concerning General Zwicker, Senator McCarthy, 
and the hearines. You know what I am talking about. 

Mrs. Prxe. No, sir; I have not monitored any. 

Senator Munopt. This is the extent of the calls you have monitored ? 

Mrs. Prxez. That is right, with you. 

46620° 
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Senator Munpr. I understand, Mr. Jenkins, that there are other 
people who monitored other calls. 

Mr. Jenkins. It may be and I think it is correct, Mr. Chairman, 
that this young lady monitored calls between the Secretary and other 
members of the subcommittee. 

Senator Munpr. That is right. 

Mr. Jenkins. But 1 do not desire to ask her about those at this 
time. You are entirely correc’ about it, Mr. Chairman. I have no 
further questions to ask Mrs. Pike 

Senator Munpr. You may stay there because some other Senator 
may. You may find another monitor and proceed. 

Mr. Jenkins. Assuming that no one else has any questions to ask 
Mrs. Pike, I will ask her to stand aside. 

Senator McCartny. I have just 1 or 2 brief questions. 

Senator Munpr. I wonder if we might not work out a procedure 
en these calls, Senator McCarthy, that we conclude the calls that have 
come in from each Senator first, and then if we want to go around the 
table, fine. 

The Chair would very much like to have this whole discussion spread 
out in public view at one spot. 

Senator McCartny. I think that is an orderly way, Mr. Chairman. 

senator Mt NDT. Proceed, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr, Jenkins. Mrs. Pike, will you now exchange seats with Mr. 
Rhodes? 


TESTIMONY OF THEODORE R. RHODES 


Mr. JeNKINS. Would you state your name, please ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. Theodore R. Rhodes. 

Mr. Jenkins. I believe you were sworn along with Mrs. Pike and 
Mr. Lucas? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. What position do you hold at the Pentagon, Mr. 
Rhodes. 

Mr. Ruopes. I am a shorthand reporter for the Department of the 
Army. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do or not you sometimes take monitored telephone 
calls? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir; 1 substitute for Mr. Lucas on weekends occa- 
sionally and when he is on leave. 

Mr. JENKINS. State whether or not you sometimes monitor tele- 
phone calls passing between the Secretary of the Army, Mr. Stevens, 
and particularly members of this subcommittee ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JenkINs. Mr. Rhodes, do you or not have before you a copy 
of a monitored telephone call of February 21, 1954, between the Secre- 
tury of the Army and the acting chairman of this committee, Senator 
Mundt? 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Jenkins, did you mean the 20th? 

Mr. Jenkins. No; February 21. Mrs. Pike read the one of the 
20th, Mr. Welch. 

Mr. Wetcu. I beg your pardon. I follow you. 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is that correct, Mr. Rhodes? 
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Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS. Did you monitor that telephone call? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Have you transcribed it to type? 

Mr. c nsoanaed Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is it accurate? 

Mr. Ropers *e Sl 

Mr. Jenkins. Is ita wena report or does it purport to substan- 
tially contain the context of the call between Senator Mundt and Mr. 
Stevens ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I would say it is as verbatim as a telephone call can be. 

Mr. Jenkins. It is verbatim. I will now ask you to read it into 
the record. 

Senator Munpr. Just a minute, the Chair is not satisfied with that 
answer. Is it a hundred percent verbatim ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. I can’t very well say, sir, because there are inter- 
ruptions in the room, as has been previously pointed out. 

Senator Munpr. Just so you will tell the truth is all. It is either 
a hundred percent verbatim or it is not a hundred percent verbatim. 
You are under oath. I want youtotell methe truth. This is the first 
time I have met you. The other time we talked, I didn’t see you. I 
want to know, sir, is this a hundred percent verbatim or not? 

Mr. Ruoprs. I can’t say that isa hundred percent, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Is your answer “No”? ¥ou did your best to take it 
down, as I understand it, a hundred percent verbatim, but there could 
have been interruptions in the room, there could have been interrup- 
tions on the phone service, there could have been words which were 
indistinctly uttered at one side or the other, but you made a hundred 
percent effort ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. No. 2, at the places where it is not a hundred per- 
cent verbatim, did you follow the practice Mr. Lucas said he followed 
of putting down little dots? 

Mr. Ruoprs. No, sir; I did not. 

Senator Munpr. So that the poor fellow who didn’t know he was 
monitored is never going to know whether or not at some particula 
juncture he is hearing himself or hearing something that you put down 
that you thought he might have said because of an interruption in the 
room ? 

Mr. Ruoves. I put down what I have on my notes, sir, and I think 
the content is all there, sir. 

Senator Munpr. But there is no way that you did follow Mr. Lucas 
in his very fine practice, and I recommend this to professional moni- 
tors, I think, if it is going to become a eareer around town, that we 
should follow it as a code of ethics, that where you don’t know that 
what you are getting is a hundred percent verbatim, that you should 
put some dots down or some checks or dashes so that you know it isn’t a 
hundred percent. You didn’t do that. So what you are going to 
give me, then, is not a hundred percent verbatim report but it is going 
to be the best report you can give me and I will never be able actually 
to know I said what you tell me or whether some thang kept it from 
your ears, but that you put down what you thought I said, or might 
have said; is that right? 
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Mr. Ruoves. What I have down here, you said, sir. I can’t say that 
- se word wasn’t left out. 

nator Munpr. I see. Everything you have down I said? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. But you are not sure that you have put down every- 
thing I did say. Very well. 1] ‘ust want the background to be right. 
You can go ahead and read what I said, now. I have no idea. 

Mr. Ruopes. 21 February 1954, 6:40. SA phoned Senator Karl 
Mundt. 

Senator Munor. A. m., or p. m.? 

Mr. Ruoprs. That is p. m., sir. I don’t have it down here. 

Senator Munoptr. I hoped for the benefit of my South Dakota friends 
you would have said a. m. 
~ That is February 21, 6:40 p.m.,SA. I presume that means Secre 
tary of the Army, phoned Senator Kar] Mundt. 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 


SA Chere were a lot of statements in this morning’s paper about the Pentagon 
said this and the Pentagon said that, so I issued a brief statement this afternoon. 
There is nothing in it other than what you already know I said I told Zwicker 
not to appear in New York on Tuesday and, of course, I said [I was not only 
willing but would be glad to appear before the committee any time they wanted 
me to, but so far I had received no official communication. Joe told me on the 
phone yesterday I could consider myself Subpoenaed. He didn’t tell me where; 
he hung up the phone. This is still up in the air, but has since issued a statement 
in New York that the committee will meet in Washington at 10:30 on Tuesday 
and that I will be the witness. I assume that’s it, but I don’t know 

Che reason I am calling you, Karl, you are going up to Valley Forge and 

mI? 

Senator Munpr. Oh, fine. 

\{. I thought I might not be able to make it on account of this activity, but 
I regard it as very important, and I have decided to go. I am going to fly, 
I would like you to go with me, if you want to, 

nator Munpr. That would certainly be swell. 

\. I don’t know how you had planned to go. 

nator Munpr. I had planned to leave on the 8 o’clock plane. 

A. Now, Karl, I am going to leave at 9: 30 from Bolling Field and fly up there 
and we will have a car wherever we land to take us to Valley Forge. 

Senator Munpt. What time 


TL 
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Senator Munpr. Will you tell us, is “SA,” when you mention that 
each time, does that mean Secretary of the Army ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Do you want me te mention it as Secretary of the 
Army ? 

Senator Munprt. I just want to be sure. That means Stevens? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes.sir. [| Reading :] 

Senator Munpt. What time would that get us there? 

SA. They want us at 11:30 aad we will be ther plenty to time— 
it says here “in time.” 

Senator Munpr. I would like t that very much, 

SA. Why don’t I pick you up? 

Senator Munpt. What time would you pick me up? 


SA. I will come by the office. If we are going to leave from Bolling I better 
pick you up around 9 o'clock. 


Senator Munpr. Very good, Bob; I'll be in my office at 9. 

SA. I will come to your office, personally, at 9 o’clock. 

Senator Mlunpr. May I ask you now, Mr. Rhodes, whether you 
ever monitored any other telephone calls on the subject or subjects 
related to it, between “SA,” as you refer to him, Secretary of the Army 
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Stevens, and the senior Senator from South Dakota, Senator Mundt ? 

Mr. Ruopes. I don’t believe so, sir. Let me check. 

Senator Munpr. After all these months, I am very much in hopes 
that you people who have been doing the monitoring will be able to 
tell us that you did or did not monitor other calls. 

Mr. Ruopes. T! ey are in this stack here, sir. There are none, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Take all the time you need. 

Mr. Ruovrs. There are none, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Those are all you monitored ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. As far as you are concerned, at no other time were 
you monitoring or listening in to calls beeween Secretary Stevens and 
myself ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Jenxins. That is all from this young man, then. 

I desire to call as the next witness Mr. Lucas. I will ask you to 
exchange seats with him, Mr. Rhodes, please. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Jenkins, could I ask just one question of 
Mrs. Pike before Mr. Lucas starts? 

Mrs. Pike, could I ask you this one question ? 

Senator Munpr. No. The Chair is not going to permit any ques- 
tions until we have concluded. 

Senator McCartny. This is very imports int. 

Senator Munpr. I am sorry, you will have to wait until we have 
concluded with the testimony concerning each of the monitored calls. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, this has to do with your moni- 
tored call. 

Senator Munpt. Even so, I want to get all 3 of the calls in first, 4 
calls, or however many we have, and then we can ask all the questions 
my colleagues want to ask, monitored in the annals of history in the 
War Department. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Do I understand, Mr. Chairman, that after 
your third call is in, then I will have an opportunity to question the 
witness in regard—— 

Senator Munpr. The Chair is obligated to operate under the rules 
of this committee, which means after we have concluded with a witness, 
we go around the interrogatory wheel. Each Senator will have 10 
minutes, if he so desires, to ask questions of any 1 of these 3 people. 

Senator McCarrny. That is all right, Mr. Chairman, but we are not 
following the rule. I did want to ask one question—let me finish. 
This is a question of the Chair. 

Senator Munopr. Of the Chair. All right. I thought you were 
going to ask a question of Mrs. Pike. 

Senator McCarrny. It is a very simple question. I have desisted 
from using up any 10 minutes. I merely want to know from the 
Chair whether or not, when all of your calls have been read into the 
record, then can all the Senators question the witnesses in regard to 
your calls? 

Senator Munpr. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCartny. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Proceed. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN J. LUCAS, JR. 


Mr. Jenkins. Will you please tell the committee your name? 

Mr. Lucas. John J. Lucas, Jr. 

Mr. Jenkins. You have heretofore testified in these hearings, I 
believe, several weeks ago ? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS. You hold a position at the Pentagon ? 

Mr. Lu AS. Yes, SIV. 

Mr. Jenkins. What is that position, Mr. Lueas? 

Mr. Lucas. Appointment clerk to the Secretary of the Arm: 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you take dictation ? 

Mr. Live AS. Some. Occasionally. 

Mr. Jenkins. Are you experienced in taking dictation, Mr. Lucas? 

Mr. Lucas. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you whether or not from time to time you 
get on the telephone line and monitor certain telephone calls being 
exchanges between the Secretary of the Army, Mr. Stevens, and other 
parties, including the members of this subcommittee; is that correct 

Mr. Lue AS. Yes, sir. 

Mr, Jenkins. State whether or not, Mr. Lucas, on February 24, 
1954, you did monitor such a telephone call passing between the 
acting chairman of this subcommittee, Senator Mundt, and the Sec- 
retary of the Army, Mr. Stevens? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you have an exact copy of your transcription of 
that call before you, Mr. Lucas? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is it a verbatim transcription ? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. In what respects is it not ? 

Mr. Lucas. As [1 testified before about another call, there are some 
thing that I have left out here. I have made marks if I have done do. 
I would say it is substantially accurate. 

Mr. Jenkins. Why did you leave certain things out, Mr. Lucas? 

Mr. Lucas. There are many possible reasons. I am thinking back 
since I last testified. Maybe I have mentioned some. I don’t remem- 
ber. They may have gone too fast for me. There may have been a 
noise in the room. Somebody may have come up and started talking 
to me, even. 

Also, they may have overlapped. 

There are a lot of reasons which might cause me not to get every 
word, 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you leave anything out designedly ? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did or not, Mr. Lucas, you exert your best efforts to 
take down in shorthand notes all of the conversation passing between 
the Secretary and the chairman of this subcommittee, Senator Mundt? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir, except possibly for greetings, as I said before, 
something that would be trivial. 

Mr. Jenkins. Then you do not say that your transcription of this 
telephone call is a verbatim report and contains the exact language 
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of the two parties to the call? You do not say that, as we understand 
it? 

Mr. Lueas. I would say it is not complete. I didn’t make up any 
words and put them in their mouths or, rather, put them down here. 

JENKINS. We just want to know the facts. 

Does or not it substantially contain the conversation passing be- 
tween Senator Mundt and Mr. Stevens? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And, in your opinion, substantially reflects the cen- 
text of the conversation passing between those two gentlemen ? 

Mr. Lweas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you now to read—unless the chairman de- 
sires to question you further. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair does. 

Mr. Lucas, as I understand it, you put ne words in my mouth and 
you put no words in the mouth of Secretary Stevens? 

Mr. Lwecas. That is right. 

Senator Munor. In the case of one or both, it ts conceivable that 
some of the words we stated you didn’t catch? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. I think you followed this code of ethics that I sug- 
gested for the monitors guild in Washington, whereby you put some 
dots down when you were unable to get it, so you would know some- 
thing had been left out; is that right? 

Mr. Lucas. I have dots in the transcript here, sir, the customary 
5 or possibly 3 dots in a row, to indicate that something is left out or 
that it is not complete. But I believe in the other conversation I 
said I made a mark. What I meant was a little mark, an “x” mark 
or like an “x” above the line. I will do that wherever I can; yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair understands that wherever you left 
something out, you either put down some dots or you put a mark. 
You never left anything out without making a notation on the tran- 
script. Is that right? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir; I could not say under oath that I never left 
anything out without making a mark. I would attempt to doso. I 
may at some time or other have done so. 

Senator Munpr. So you also are going to leave me in this uneasy 
position that while F will know because of some dots that you made 
that some things were not recorded, maybe perchance other things 
were also not included, of which I shall never learn; is that right? 

I am just trying to find out, Mr. Lucas. Iam going to let you read 
whatever you ‘have, but for the interest of posterity I would like to 
know how accurate this business of monitoring is and what it all 
adds up to. I was so proud of you because you had told me you 
put dots down or check marks. You were my ideal monitorer. Now 
you let me down since it has developed, and you say that sometimes you 
put down neither dots nor a mark, but you just failed to record what 
was said because of reasons you stated. 

Mr. Lucas. Iam sorry to have let you down, sir. 

Senator Munpr. I am sorry, too, but you are a very honest and 
forthright young man, and I want you to be that way. I am sorry 
you didn’t quite measure up to these standards. If you don’t have 
the dots and the marks, of course, I will just never know for sure 
whether what I have found out today is really what I said. 
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Senator McClellan wants to make a brief announcement, and then 
we are going to recess for a rolleall on a constitutional amendment and 
10 minutes we will be back. 
Senator McCie.uan. I understand that is a rolleall vote, and by 
the time we go over there to vote and return I shall be compelled 
to leave for the rest of the afternoon to keep an appointment ] have 
down State. Ihave to catch a plane. 
May I request that whoever monitored any calls to or from me be 
‘sent Monday morning so that I may be present - 
Senator Munpr. Without objection we will interrupt the regular 
procedure and of course the same privilege will be extended the rest 
of us on Monday morning. Very vood, SIr. 

We stand in recess for 10 minutes. 

{ Brief recess. ) 

senator Mr NDT. The committee will come back to order, please 
The committee having returned from a Senate rolleall vote on the 
constitutional amendment, we are back in session again. Mr. Lueas 
the stand. I think, Mr. Lucas, I had just established with you 
the fact that you had done the best you could to record in monitored 
form everything that Mr. Stevens said to me and that I said to Mr. 
Stevens, but some of the time when you didn’t get words you put in 
checks or dots and some of the time that you didn’t get words perhaps 
you didn’t indicate at all. With that being the case, all I can do 
is to ask you now to read this monitored conversation and whenever 
you ao have checks, please indicate the number of them and spell 
them out in the text, and wherever vou have dots, indicate the number 
of them in the course of your reading, and where you have nothing, 
of course, you will just keep on reading. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 


24 February 1954, 5:33 p. m., See. Stevens returned call of Sen. Mundt: 
M NDT, 


YI 
I 


I left out the title, sir, in setting up the name of the speaker. 


Munopr. Dirksen said you wanted a copy of this memorandum of understand 
ing. I wondered if you would have an officer come to pick it up. I will wait 
u 1 thev come 


S vs. We will send him right over. 


I indicated some dots; I put down some dots to indicate something 
left out. 

Senator Munpr. How many dots? 

Mr. Lucas. In typing I put down five dots. 

Senator Munpr. We want it as accurate as we can check. 

Mr. Lucas (reading): 

To issue some kind of a statement—— 


Senator Munpt. How many dots? 
Mr. Lucas. Five dots. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you. 

Mr. Lucas (reading): 


to issue some kind of a statement, which we agreed not to do. Actually I have 
accomplished what we set out to do, and that was to get our fellows treated right 
by that committee. 

Munopr. If we can avoid stirring it up by Joe, 

STEVENS. He is going to get the whole play now, and I am going to be in the 
ashean, and that isn’t too easy to take. 

MvuNnoprt. The point I am trying to make - - 
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A dash indicating a pause, I am sure. 

Senator Munpr. Two dashes, my copy shows. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir, two hyphens. 

Senator Munprt. Two dashes. 

Mr. Lucas (reading) : 

I think you will find now we have established a basis of understanding, and 
we will get along a lot better. Apparently it has really gotten Joe a lot more 
than either of the two times you folks came up and talked with the members of 
the committee without going to him 

Stevens. Of course, I did that because of the time element: and I tried to 
talk to him before I came up. 

Mounpr. And the other thing was the one dealing with the Schine matter . .— 


two dots— 
that you are not goingto ...— 
three dots— 


you treat him like he was anybody’s boy now. Don’t pay any attention 
a 


Five dots. 


That is all I have, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Now, I would like to ask you, Mr. Lucas, whether 
on any other occasion vou ever monitored any telephone calls between 
Secretary Stevens and Senator Mundt, dealing with this general sub- 
ject now under discussion ? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. I would like to ask you next whether anybody 
else in Secretary Stevens’ office monitors calls or would have moni- 
tored any calls or whether we have now heard the entire output? 

Mr. Lucas. That is all, sir, that I know of. 

Senator Munpr. You know of nobody else who is called upon at 
any time to do the monitoring ? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Do you know—I would like to ask just this question. 

I am trying to envision the circumstances under which this moni- 
toring takes place. De you have headphones? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. There is a little gadget on there, on the phone, 
so it will catch on my shoulder, that is all. 

Senator Munpr. One of those little rubber handles I have seen on 
phones, you cock your head and hold it up there and away you go? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. This one is not entirely rubber but that is the 
way it goes. 

Senator Munpr. Do you have a specially treated acoustical room 
to get the best possible reception of these recordings or do you have a 
lot. of interruptions in an ordinary room? 

Mr. Lucas. It is no special room, sir. My desk is just in the room 
next to the Secretary’s own office and there is no special treatment 
of it. There are interruptions, noises. It is an office room, sir. 

Senator Munpr. You say you have been monitoring phone calls 
throughout the tenure of Secretary Stevens, and I think preceding 
his tenure, back to the day when Secretary Louis Johnson was Secre- 
tary of the Army. Is that right? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. 

Secretary Johnson was Secretary of Defense. 


46620° —54—pt. 583-3 
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Senator Munpr. That is correct. 

Mr. Lucas. I first listened to phone calls during Secretary Royal’s 
time, when he was Secretary of the Army. I was a relief man for the 
man then on duty, when he was on leave or on Saturdays. 

Senator Munpr. So you have been doing this for about how many 
years ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. I believe it is since March of—I am not sure of the 
month, but in 1949, some time, sir, either the spring or summer. 

Senator Munpr. Did you have a predecessor doing this, engaged 
in this profe ssion before you took it up? 
Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. How long had he been dou a it ? 
Mr. Lucas. For many years 


] 
i 


sir. I am not sure whether it was 20 


years, but I believe it was about that time, m: iybe longer. 
Senator Munpr. In — — apparently, in the Office of t 
Secretary of the Army, it has been a practice for perhaps 20 years, 


you think, according to your best Clean nt, to monitor the calls taking 
place between the Secretary of the Army and Members of the United 
States Senate and Congress and private individuals and staff members 
or whoever calls him, except family people and members of the W hite 
House; is that right? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir, in general. I don’t know the details of what 
went on before I was there, of course, but I have heard things. 1 
know that there was someone doing that sort of work. 

Senator Munpr. This is not at all critical of you, and I am not 
necessarily critical of anyone. I happen to come from a great part 
of the country where we have wide-open spaces and great confidence 
in each other. E avesdroppers and Peeping Toms just never make 
the Sunshine State social register. It is not an accepted practice out 
in South Dakota. It appears to be in the Secretary of the Army’s 
Office. 

I am not perhaps seriously critical about it, although frankly, I « 
question the expenditure of a great amount of public funds to main- 
tain a battery of three people to monitor phone calls of that nature. 
lhat is something which I can better pursue as a member of the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations at another time. I simply do 
want to point out that I would like to get from you a little additional 

formation for my guidance as a Senator, now, as to whether this 
also, to your knowledge, takes place in the office of the other Secre- 
taries in the Defense Establishment, or is it something peculiar to 
the tradition “i the Oflice of the Secretary of the Army ? 

Mr. Lucas. I have no firsthand knowledge of that, sir. I under- 
stand that within the Department of the Army there are others who 
perform this sort of function, and I would not be at all surprised to 
hear that it is done by Senators or other people in the executive 
branch. 

Senator Munpr. I am asking you now a question of opinion, and I 
solicit your guidance, because you are the only member of the moni- 
toring profession that I know well. I know you better than the other 

wo because you have been here more frequently. That is not in a 
critical sense. 

I a if eo is essential. Maybe it is. I am not prepared to say 
“Yes” or “No” at this time. Wouldn’t it be better, in your opinion, 
and all In’t it i more candid and forthright and honest, in your 
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opinion, if you put a recording machine down there with the proper 
“beep” note? Couldn’t you get all the information, with no dots, no 
dashes, no checks, no omissions, no paraphrasing, and wouldn't those 
who talk with you also know that for some reason or other when he 
talked to the Secretary of the Army he is suspect to the point at least 
that they want to record everything he says ¢ Don’t you think that 
would be more economical ? , 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir, not at all. I think it would be much more ex- 
pensive and it would not—this is my opinion, sir. It wouldn't serve 
the purpose for which it is done. The purpose is—— 

Senator Munpr. The purpose is certainly not entrapment? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir 

Ras cng Munpr. The purpose is to get the information. Why 

uldn’t it serve the purpose to get everything? 
fr. Lucas, It is a fast-moving shiner, Senator Mundt. It is a busy 
office. 

Senator Munpr. The machine moves just as fast as human lips and 
gets it all down. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir, but the information contained on any record 
that you would make by such a machine wouldn’t be available in time 
to be used. It would be, in my opinion, worthless. 

Senator Munpr. Couldn’t you transcribe the information from a 
record? You have to transcribe it frém your notes 

Mr. Lucas. It would require many more people, and I think you 
would undoubtedly miss the boat many times, many more times than 
you will under this system. 

Senator Munpt. I am not trying to cross-examine you. I am seek- 
ing guidance. This is, as I say, a novel experience with me. Iam not 
resentful about it. Iam curious about how much money the taxpayers 
are paying to monitor conversations of this type, and the reasons for 
it, and whether, if it is essential, we could not do it with the “beeping” 
process, which would be automatic and time-saving and money-saving. 
You think not? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir, because you would spend more time in tran- 
scribing on that sort of thing than you would— 

Senator Munpr. This is a novel experience. I really wish today 
that I could borrow Counsel Welch to ask my questions because with 
his histrionic ability we could have a lot of fun on that particular sub- 
ject, but I have to struggle along the best I can. But will you tell me 
this: Why does it take longer to transcribe from a record of a con- 

versation than it does from your shorthand notes? That isn’t true 
in my office. They can transcribe from an Edison record just as fast 
as they can from their notes, sometimes faster. 

Mr. Lucas. That was not my point, sir. A great amount of this 
information isn’t of any value, and when it is going over the phone 
you have no idea what is or what isn’t. Afterward you realize that 
something happened and something has to be done about it. It may 
be that during the phone call the Secretary will mention he is going 
to go somewhere now. The chauffeur is alerted. If you wait to tran- 
scribe a mechanical recording the Secretary will go down the steps and 
there is no chauffeur. 

That is just one offhand h se seme instance. 

Senator Munpr. Maybe some day we will meet under happier cir- 
cumstances in the Appropriations € ommittee, and we can go into this 








2102 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


thing. I do appreciate your guidance and your forthrightness. I 
want to be sure of one final question: 

You are completely confident now that we have put in the public 
record all of the transcriptions which have been recorded between me 
and Secretary Stevens? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Very well. 

Senator Jackson, you have 10 minutes, if you care to ask questions 
of this witness about my world-shattering telephone calls. 

Senator Jackson. I have no desire to ask any questions about the 
phone ealls, Mr. Chairman, the substance of them. I think based on 
the testimony, the calls and the record speak for themselves. 

[ just want to ask this of you, Mr. Lucas: With your training and 
—- rience and education, do you feel that you can take down in 
shorthand the conversations that occur over the phone as fast as 
they take place? 

Mr. Lucas. Substantially so. I don’t claim to be able to take any 
thing that is put down over a telephone as it takes place, no, sir. I 
don’t think the best reporter that is alive today could ever take as fast 
as some people can dish it out. 

Senator Jackson. Let’s get it in focus. You would have no trouble 
taking my conversation down ? 

Mr. Lucas. I don’t believe J would, sir. It is very clear. 

Senator Jackson. I don’t know about that, but I don’t talk as fast 
as what you have in mind. I assume, Mr. Lucas, that you could act as 
a court reporter and take down testimony in a procee dings? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. I have done so in hearings. 

Senator Jackson. You have done so in ee ings? 

Mr. Lucas. Not congressional hearings, but hearings before boards. 

Senator Jackson. Mr, Lucas, having interrogated you previously 
some time ago, I presume that the only real impediment that you 
might face from time to time would come from the transmission facili- 
ties and disruptions. If the conversation was not clear on the _ 
or if you were disrupted in the office, then you would not be able to 
get every word? 

cr Lucas. That is substantially the case. 

Senator Jackson. Is that really the substance of your position with 
eke rence to the transcribing of notes? 

ae Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. I assume that there has never lived a reporter 
who has been able to take down in shorthand everything that has been 
said. 

Mr. Lucas. That is my belief, sir. I have known some whizzbang 
reporters and I know it is not possible ever—I mean always—to take 
everything verbatim. 

Senator Jackson. What you are saying is that reporters are not. in 
a class—court reporters, top-notch stenographers—are not in an in- 
fallible class by themselves? They still belong to the human race. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. In other words, all human beings are fallible. 
They are all capable of committing errors, right? 

Mr. Lucas. te, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What you are testifying to under oath is an 
admission that you are capable of committing error ? 
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Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Seantor Jackson. De you feel as a stenographer that you have good 
talent, as it is known in the profession, capable at least equal to seme 
of the best ? 

Mr. Lweas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. I think that about covers it, Mr. Chairman 

I am just trying to get his background. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen? 

Senator JAcKson. I was just try ing to get his background. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Lucas, I have one question. Those dots that 
you read bear no relation to the Morse code, I take it? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir 

Senator Dirksen. Thank you. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symrneton. Mr. Chairman, I have decided to place my 
telephone calls into this record. I want to say 

Senator Munpr. At this time, we agreed to let them ask the ques- 
tions around on my calls first. We will return to you later. 

Senator Symincton. I would like to read my calls—— 

Seantor Munpr. You will be on the next time, because Senator 
McClellan is not here. 

Senator Symineton. If I ask him, if he will follow me, I will read 
the calls to him, like Senator Dirksen did, and I am asking him ques- 
tions on it—— 

Senator Munpr. The only thing was, we made an agreement that 
all of the members of the committee could ask questions on my calls 
if they wanted to. 

Senator Symrneton. Could I finish my sentence ? 

Senator Munpr. Surely. 

Senator Symineton. I have decided to put my calls into the record 
and I think it is only fair in the interest of goldfish-bow] policy that 
all principals put their calls into the record. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter? 

Senator Symrneton. I have no questions to ask of this witness at 
this time. 

Senator Munpt. Thank you. 

Senator Potter ? 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions to ask Mr. 
Lucas. He has been here before, and he is the man who has the job 
assigned to him. Whether you agree or disagree with monitoring 
phone calls, it certainly is not a policy that Mr. Lucas initiated. He 
has a job to do. 

I would like to have the opportunity to put my monitored cails in 
the public record. However, it seems to me we c ould conserve a great 
deal of time if we !'et Mr. Lucas and his colle: agues here place all the 
calls in the record and if there is any examination of the witnesses 
then, to have it done at the conclusion. It will take us a long time to 
go through the process we are using now. 

Senator pt Senator Potter, I think, as a general proposition, 
that would be agreeable, but I think what Senator Mundt, the chair- 
man, has pointed out was that from the standpoint of an orderly ree- 
ord it would be very difficult to put them all in and then the record 
would jump from one monitored call to another and there would be 
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no continuity. I think Chairman Mundt’s suggestion was based on 
the idea of kk ine the record in an orderly fashion. 


1 


Senator Porrer. That would be a novelty for this record. 

Senator Jackson. We can always try. 

Senator Munpr. Does that conclude your questions, Senator Potter ? 
Senator Dworshak ? 

Senator Dworsuak. No questions. 

~~ 


\ nator Mi NDT, | dol t ky OW wheth r to eall on you or Senator 
M Carthy first. 
Senator MeCar thy ? 


Senator McCarriry. Only one question I would like to ask Mrs. 
Pike, if In ly. 

Mr. Wercn. Ihave a question to ask this witness, Senator. Could 
I do that before he retires? 

Senator McCarruy. Surely. 

Mr. Wercu. It would not be correct to leave the impression that 
three people do nothing but monitor calls in the office, would it, Mr. 

( , / 

Mr. Lucas. It would be far from correct. 

Mr. Weicn. Is it true that you spell each other at that desk; is that 
night? 

Mr. Lucas. That is right, and we all have other duties. 

Mr. Weicu. What are your other duties? 

Mr. Lucas. My other duties are handling the Secretary’s appoint- 
ments. I talk to a great many people on the telephone who want to 
speak with him. Ma any people will call him up, they want to talk to 
the Secretary of the Army, and it turns out to be some proble m that 
someone else could much better handle than he, and he wouldn't be 
available anyway. So I try to get them to the proper people, to talk 
to the proper peop le that can help them. And I arrange his ap point- 
ments, call people, and their many cancellations and adjustments, and 
soon. That goes on all the time. Iam busy with that. People call 
in at the reception room and want to see him. I talk to them, try to 
help them. Some end up with appointments and some see other 
people. I try to steer them. 

Mr. Wetcu. When you say peop ‘le call in for appointments, you 
mean people turn up physically ? 

Mr. Lucas. They turn up physically and they call on the telephone, 
both. 

fr. Wercr. Do you occasionally take any of his dictation, as I know 
Mrs. Pike does, or not ? 

Mr. Lucas. I am not sure whether I have taken his. I have taken 
some of Mr. Pace’s, I have taken dictation from people who are in 
there and who want to give it to the Secretary or get something down 
fast, because I am handy. 

Mr. Wetcnu. Ordinarily, you don’t transcribe what you take, do 
you?! 

Mr. Lucas. Do you mean the telephone calls? 

Mr. Wetcnu. Right. 


Mr. Lucas. I think this is one of the very, very rare occasions when 
T have ever done so. 

Mr. Wri.cu. You just work from your notes without making tran- 
scriptions ¢ 
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Mr. Lucas, Yes, sir. The whole point is to get it on paper so that 
if something goes by me, I have it aan there and I can try to handle 
the situation later. If I don’ t put it down, trust simply to memory, 
the next thing I know somebody will be asking me, “Well, what did 
he say about this?” And my memory might fail me. 

Mr. Wetcu. And when you monitor a telephone conversation that 
calls for action, you simply look at your notes, institute the action 
and get things going, is that right ? 

Mr. Lucas. That is correct. 

Mr. Wetcu. And when you transfer it orally what is in your notes 
to the : appropriate people that you want to agitate and get to work, 
then the notes have served their pur pose 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. I also use it in different mechanical ways. 
I might write a little note to say an executive in the Assistant Secre- 
tary’s office, where he would be the person to get the information that 
is wanted, or something of that sort. 

Mr. Wetcu. And one other thing. I suppose on the orders you 
issue, when you hang up the te lephone } you can look back when some- 
thing failed and say, “Here is what I knew was to be done and this 
is the order I know I gave.” 

Mr. Lucas. Yes. sir. But I don’t really give the orders. I just say 
to the colonels in the Assistant Secretary’s office or any other place, 
I tell them what happened and what job needs to be done. 

Mr. We cu. I certainly didn’t mean to indicate that you actually 
issued orders. But after you hear on a telephone call, monitor a ¢: all 
that certain action is to be taken, you say to the appropriate people, 
“This is the action that Mr. Stevens expects to have happen as a 
result of what he just talked about.” I don’t mean to say that you 
use those words, but that in effect is what gets done. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munnpr. Senator McCarthy 

Mr. Wercu. Wait a minute. 

Senator McCarruy. Before I question Mr. Lucas, I would like to 
ask one question of Mrs. Pike. 

Mr. Wetcu. You better come up, Mrs. Pike. Her voice is not too 
loud, Senator. She better have the machine. 

Senator McCarrny. Just one question: The phone call to Senator 
Mundt from Secretary Stevens on the 20th of February was at 10 
o’clock—11 o’clock in the morning, right? 

Mrs. Pike. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. That time may or may not become important, 
I don’t know. But can you be reasons ibly certain that the time was 
either 11 or roughly 11 o'clock? 

Mrs. Pree. Yes, sir. I always make a note of the time in the note- 
book at the time that the call is put through. 

Senator McCarruy. Did you monitor the call from Mr. Stevens to 
me at 10 o’clock this morning ? 

Mrs. Prxe. No, sir. 

Senator McCartuy. Do you know who monitored that? 

Mrs. Prxe. I think Mr. Rhodes monitored that one. 

Senator McCartny. I am rather curious to know why Mr. Stevens 
told Mr. Mundt that he couldn’t find me at 11 o’clock in the morning 
when there is a monitored call which Mr. Stevens had with me at 10 
o'clock. «is I say, you may not be able to answer that, unless you 
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discussed that with Mr. Stevens or someone else who monitored the 
calls. Iam afraid that is not a question I can ask you. 
No further questions. 
Mr. Lueas. 
Lucas. Yes, sir 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Lucas, could you tell me definitely who 
monitored the = between Mr. Stevens and me on the 20th of Feb- 
ruary at 10 o’elock : 1. ¢ You can freely discuss it vith the ot her two 
yo ng peop le who monitored t ha dalle if you want to. 

Mr. cas is. Mr. Rhodes 

nator McCarruy. Mr. Rhodes monitored that. And can you tell 
me who monitored the call entitled “Senator Me¢ ‘arthy Returned See- 
retary Stevens’ Call, January 14, 1954, 2:43 p. m.”4 

Mr. Lucas. I did, sir. 

Senator McCarriuy. And then there is one other one, a call Novem- 
ber 7, 1953, 12:19 p. m., “Senator MeCarthy p! honed Secretary 
stevens. 

Do you know who monitored that eall ? 

Mr. Lucas. I did the one on November 7 

Mr. McCarrny. I see. 

Mr. Lucas, I would like to make it very, very clear here that while 
I think this practice of eavesdropping is highly improper, I do want 
to make it clear that I don’t attach any wrongdoing on the part of you 
three people who have be n doing it. > ou h: ive bee 1 orde re d to do it. 
You have no choice but to do that. 

[ hope in the Appropriations Committee we take up the question of 
why the money for this eavesdropping is hidden from the Senate and 
the public. But be that as it m: iy, let me ask 7 a few questions. 

Did you ever monitor any ¢ alls between Mr. Gerald Morgan and the 
secretary or anyone else ? 

Mr. Luc AS. No. sir 

Senator McCarrny. Did you ever monitor any calls—did you ever 
know of any calls between the Secretary or anyone in the oflice to 
Mr. Morgan ? 

Mr. Lucas. None that I know or: no, sit 

Senator McCarruy. How about Mr. William Rogers, of the Justice 
Department ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. I believe at some point I monitored calls between Mr. 
Rogers and Mr. Stevens 

Senator McCarruy. Would those calls be available? Forgetting 
about the Presidential directive, are they physically available ¢ 

Senator Munpr. I think all you coudd ask him, Senator McCarthy, 
is whether he has his notes. He wouldn’t know about their availability. 

Senator McCarruy. That is what I mean. Do yeu have your note- 
¢ Do you have any way of getting those at all ? 

Mr. Lucas. IT imagine it is possible. I am not sure. 

Senator McCarrny., It is a rather important matter. Mr. Rogers is 
the Deputy Attorney General. The claim has been made here publicly, 
time and time again, that Mr. Rogers was one of those who took part 
in menting the fuse or setting up the machinery for the charges against 
Mr. Carr, Mr. Cohn, and myself, Therefore, any phone calls between 
Mr. Stevens and Mr. Rogers would be very important, and that is 
doubly true in view of the fact that Mr. Rogers is getting a transcript 


} 
book 
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of this tes timony every day and he is being asked to fain ly and impar- 
tially pass upon legal questi lons. 

Could you tell us whether or not those calls would be available? I 
am not asking you to produce them. That might be a violation of the 
Presidential directive, and regardless of what I think of that, we can’t 
- you to violate that. 

enator Munpr. I think, Mr. Witness, the — if the Chair 
vel rstands it, and if so it is appropriate, is whether or not you have 
the notes or the record. It has nothing to do wit h cide them avail- 
able. That is clearly outside of your purvit ‘ of authority. The 
Senator is trying to find out, I think, whethe vie tangible report that 
you monitored is mm your possession wherever you file your other 
monitored reports. 

Mr. Lucas. If I took one, I believe it would be available: yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. A minute ago you said you thought you took 
them. I know you are taking a vast number of calls each di ay, and it 
is 1n ipossib le for us to expect you to remember each call. But a eall 
with the Attorney Gener: al’ s oflice, I assume, would leave some impres- 
sion on you. Could you give us some idea now as to whether or not you 
did monitor such a call? 

Mr. Lucas. I believe I did, Senator Me( ‘arthy. 

Senator McCarrny. Could you do this, then? Again, I am not ask- 
ing you to produce the eall. That is up to the chairman to decide. 
But can you produce the dates and the time that you monitored ealls 
between Mr. Stevens and the Attorney General ¢ 

Mr. Wetcn. You mean by that, Senator, that it is physically pos- 
sible to do so? 

Senator McCarrny. I think not only physically possible, but I 
would like to ask him to do that. I think that is no violation of any 
directive. I am not asking him at this time to tell what was in the 
monitored conversation. I merely would like to know the dates that 
the calls were made and the times t hey were made. 

Mr. Wetcnu. Senator, may I suggest that that would cover a per- 
fectiv indeterminate period of time, you see. It would make quite a 
gigantic task. 

Senator McCarrny. I think you make a good point. Let’s start, 
then—let’s see—last October. That is when the efforts to halt our in- 
vestigation of Communist infiltration in the military became very 
noticeable. Let’s start last October and bring it down to date. Could 
vou check your books, Mr. Lucas, without too much difficulty, and just 
give us the dates of the calls with Mr. Rogers or Mr. Brownell? Let’s 
extend it to anyone else in the Justice Department. 

Mr. Lucas. I can do so. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if I could ask that 
that be presented here Monday morning? 

Senator Munpr. Can you bri ing that evidence to us Monday morn- 
ing, Mr. Lucas? You are coming back to answer Senator McClellan’s 
questions anyhow. 

Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Chairman, I would say that it is always difficult 
to know just what the extent of a Presidential order is. My view is 
that he could state whether or not he took such conversations and on 
what dates, Senator McCarthy. If it turns out I am wrong on that, 
I am just wrong. 


46620°—54—pt. 53 4 
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It seems to me no wrong 1n my saying I guess that can be done. 
Certainly the witness will do the physical work, and if it is proper 
to disclose the result of his work, it will, as you know, be disclosed. 

Senator McCartruy. May I say, Mr. Welch, I think that is extremely 
Importal # because we have | eard so much conversation about letting 
1 


the chips fall where they may, and the Justice Department has to 
some extent the }¢ b of deciaing where the chips will fall, For that 


reason I would like to have the committee know just the number of 
phone calls. Then we can determine whether or not there is some way 
we can induce the President, if that is possible -I don’t know—so far 
? 
' 


1e hasn't been too anxious to take my advice—whether we could induce 
ie President to make those calls available. 
But at this time, I do think that the witness should be ordered, Mr. 
Chairman, to return Monday morning with that information for us. 
Senator Munpr. The Chair understands the witness has agreed to 
do that without any order; is that right, Mr. Welch? 
Mr. Wetcu. What I have said is that the information will be looked 


up, and if it can be properly disclosed, Senator—and I have made a 
“Welch” guess that 1t is proper to disclose that there were selanhiie 
calls, that being, however, only a “Welch guess”—if it is proper to dis- 
close them, you will certainly be told the number and the dates of 
the calls, 


Senator McCartnuy. I think that takes care of that problem. Thank 


Mr. Lucas, do you recall that on or about the—let’s put it this way: 
Between the 15th and 21st of January, and again in February, you 
monitored calls between Mr. Brownell und Mr. Stevens. 

Mr. Lucas. I don’t believe I did. It would be a very unusual thing 
if I did. 

Senator McCarrnuy. I may be mistaken on those dates. Mr. Stevens 
was out of the country, I know, some of this time, so my notes may 
be wrong. So let’s make it general. Did you, after Janu: ry 1 of this 
year, monitor any calls between Mr. Stevens or Mr. Adams on the one 
hand, and Mr. Brownell on the other ? 

me Lucas. No, sir. 

ator McCartny. That, I may say, is happy information. I have 
had the impression all along that perht Ups Mr. Brownell was not a part 
of this deal. I find now Mr. Rogers is making the calls, not Mr. 
Brownell. 

Can you tell me for certain you did not know of any calls between 
Mr. Brownell and Mr. Stevens or Mr. Brownell and Mr. Adams after 
January 1 of this year? 

Mr. Lucas. I did not know of any such. 

Senator McCarruy. I wonder if you would discuss this with your 
comonitors and ask them whether or not they know of such calls. 

Mr. Lucas. They have indicated they do not. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know of any calls between Mr. Hensel 
and Mr. Stevens? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCartny. Were those monitored ? 

Mr. Lucas. Some calls were monitored. I don’t know whether all 
of them were or just what, but I know I monitored some calls between 
Mr. Hensel and Mr. Stevens. 
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Senator McCarrny. Again not asking you to produce the calls, will 
you give us the dates and the times of those calls subsequent to the 
first of October 1953 ? 

Mr. Wetcu. Once again, Senator, we will treat them as we did the 
other request. We will ascertain that. 

Senator McCartrny. That is agreeable. 

How about Vice President Nixon ¢ Any known ealls between Mr. 
Stevens and the Vice President ? 

Mr. Lucas. I don’t believe I have monitored any of those. 

Senator McCarrny. Is there any doubt in your mind about that ? 

Mr. Lucas. Certainly not about this case, sir. If there ever was 
one, and I am not sure—if there were any, it would have been one, and 
1 am not sure that there was one, and if so, it would have been some- 
thing social. 

Senator McCarrny. This is a rather important point. 

Senator Munpr. The Senator’s time has exp rec. 

We will go back to Counsel Jenkins. The Chair has been advised, 
if he understands it correctly, that Senator Symington has suggested 
that you take up his ealls next. 

Senator McCartny. I have some further question S. 

Senator Jackson. I don’t think we have finished the go-round. I 
just have one question, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Very well. We will go in regular order and you 
will be next. 

Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. I will be very brief. I don’t believe, Mr. Lucas, 
and | may be in error, however—did you state you are a college 
graduate ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What university ? 

Mr. Lucas. Northwestern. 

Senator e) ACKSON. Northwestern University. You cot your B. A. 
degree ? 

Mr. Lucas. It was a B.S. degree. 

Senator Jackson. And then you took some stenographic courses in 
addition ¢ 

Mr. LUCAS. Yes, sir: day school and then night school for quite a 
few years. 

Senator J ACKSON. After you completed your college work ? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. So that you are a fully qualified, in effect, court 
stenographer ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. Yes. sir. I haven’t worked in a court. but I have done 
much conference work. 

Senator Jackson. No, I mean the substance of it would be that you 
could do the work of a court stenographer, rapid shorthand notes of 
conversations of people, whether it is in a hearing or a meeting or over 
a telephone ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Any of the Senators to my right? Senator Dirk- 
sen, Senator Potter, Senator Dirksen, Senator Symington? Mr. 
Welch? Senator McCarthy. 
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Mr. Coun. Mr. Lucas, do you have a monitor of a call made by Mr. 


Stevel ee Ses 
Mr. Lucas. ee ive a monitor of it? 
Ir. Coun. Did you monitor th call? 


Mr. Lucas. On what date ¢ 

Mr. Coun. October 2, 1953. 

Mr. Lucas. I may have, sir. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Coun. Well, sir, do you recal, that you and I were together in 
a meeting with Mr. _— ywitz of Mr. Jenkins’ staff and Mr. St. Clair 
representing Mr. Welch, upstairs on the fourth floor of this building? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Coun. At that time, I asked about a call of Mr. Stevens to 


General Lawton on October 2. Do you recall that? 

Mr. Lucas. I 1 — being there. I don’t remember whether or not 
you a din tied 
~ Mr. Coun. In any Sek you have not checked as yet to see whether 
there chae all that was monitored ? 


Mr. ea 1s. No. sir: I have not checked. 

Mr. Coun. Well, would you do that, sir? 

Mr. Lucas, Yes, sir 

Mr. Conn. And if such a call has been monitored, would you pro- 
duce that for this committee on Monday morning ?¢ 

Mr. Weicu. May I suggest, Mr. Cohn, we treat that as we do the 
other monitored calls ¢ 

Mr. Coun. Yes, sir. I understand, Mr. Welch, there might be an 
attempt to keep them out. 

Similarly, Mr. Lucas, did you or—when I say you, I speak to the 
comonitors as well—monitor phone calls between Mr. Stevens and Mr. 
Adams on November 25, 1953 ? 

Mr. Lucas. I may have,sir. I don’t remember. 

Mr. Coun. Hasn’t anybody seen you to make a check on that, Mr. 
Lucas, calls between Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams about the removal 
of General Lawton ? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir; I haven’t had anybody ask me to make a check. 

Mr. Coun. Do you mean with all the discussion that has gone on 
about those calls in this hearing room you have never been asked 

ther they exist or what was said? 

Mr. Lucas. There has been so much discussion about wows calls 
] don't know what I have been asked to do, unless somebody who is 
keening track of what I am pene to do tells me. 

Mr. Conn, In any event, sir, you are now asked by me if you would 
be kind enough, and that ceedinn to Mrs. Pike and Mr. Rhodes. to see 
whether there exists monitors of telephone calls between Mr. Stevens 
and Mr, Adams on November 25, 1953. If they do exist, and I as- 
sume they must, I would ask that those be produced in this room. 

Mr. Weicn. They will be treated, Mr. Cohn, as the others. We will 
ascertain if there were such. and find out what the position 

Mr. Come. Yes, sir, Mr. Welch. J am asking that they be pro- 
duced. If there is going to be an objection, of course—in other words, 
I am going one step further then Senator McCarthy did. Similarly, 
would vou check and see whether on December 16 or December 17 
there were telephone calls between Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams which 


were monitored by either you or either of your comonitors? 
Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Conn. Have you monitored any tele ‘phone calls since October, 
and with particular reference to the January-February period, be- 
tween Mr. Stevens and Mr. Sherman Adams? 

Mr. Lucas. During the period I monitored calls, yes, sir, between 
Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams, or Governor Adams I don’t know. I 
don’t recall. 

Mr. Coun. I didn’t get your answer. 

Mr. Lucas. Would you repeat the question, sir? 

Mr. Conn. It is a very simple question. Have you monitored tele- 
phone calls between Secretary Stevens and Gov. Sherman Adams? 

Mr. Lucas. Not that I reeall, si 

Mr. Conn. You don’t recall ? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. 

Mr. Coun. Would you check that for u 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. Have you monitored telephone calls——by the way, Mr. 
Lucas, the Senator reminds me, in addressing these questions to you 
I am likewise talking to Mrs. Pike and Mr. Rhodes. Can you tell us 
whether, in January, February, and March of 1954 you or thev mon- 
itored telephone calls between Mr. Stevens and members of the White 
House staff concerning this controversy ? 

Mr. Lucas. None that I recall, sir. 

Mr. CoHN. You don’t recall any telephone ealls which were mon- 
itored between Mr. Stevens and any members of the White House staff ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. Conn. Youdonot. Would you check that for us? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Conn. I think that about—that is about all I have, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator McCarrny. Just 1 or 2 questions. 

Mr. Lucas, it appears that—can you hear me? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Lucas, it appears that there were no phone 
calls between Mr. Frank Carr, the chief of my staff, and Mr. Adams 
until the day after Mr. Adams came to my apartment, at which time 
I refused to call off the investigation of Communist infiltration, and 
refused to suspend subpenas to the loyalty board. I don’t know what 
the setup is over there in your oflice. Would you be the man who 
started to take the—or started to monitor the calls between Mr. Adams 
and Mr. Carr, or would that be in some other office ? 

Mr. Lucas. That would be in some other office, sir. It would be 
a very rare occasion, or a rare possibility. But generally speaking it 
would be in his own office, sir. His office is not right next to ours or 
right near it. 

Senator McCartny. May I say it was not very rare. I found out 
that the day after Mr. Adams was turned down on what I have re- 
ferred to as a blackmail threat, the next day he started calling Mr. 
Carr consistently and made self-serving declarations, a sizable num- 
ber of calls, with none before that. I wonder, Mr. Welch, who could 
tell us who did that monitoring and could we have them here. 

Mr. Wetcnu. I should think those calls, Senator, could be treated 
the same as the others you have talked about, if you would state the 
dates in which you are interested or the period in which you are 
interested. 
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nator McC arrity. There would be no Presidential directive with 
regard to the calls between Mr. Adams and Mr. Carr. ‘The Presiden- 
tial directive specifically exempted anything between Mr. Adams and 
Mr. Stevens and members of this committee—— 
Mr. Weicu. I quite agree. If you would tell me the dates, we will 
have those ascertained. 
Senator Me Cartriuy. I would like to have someone over there make 
A thorough ene ek, oive us the dates on all of the monitored calls, and 
[ also would like to, if possible, Mr. Chairman, have the man here who 
tarted to monitor the calls after I refused to call off the investiga- 


tion. and also at that time I would like to have Mr. Adams available 
to explain why they started to suddenly monitor calls of Mr. Adams— 
I mean with Mr. Carr, the day after the blackmail threat failed. I 
think that is very, very import: int for the committee. If we could 


have that—I don’t know when the Chair would want to do it, but at 
the Chair’s convenience. Let me ask you this, Mr. Welch: How soon 
can we—I will put it this way, so the Chair will know when he wants 
to call the witness, or Mr. Adams—how soon could we get a complete 
and thorough rundown of all the monitored calls between Mr. Carr 
and anvone else in the Pentagon 2 

Mr. Weicu. Between Mr. Carr and anyone else in the Pentagon? 
I think they have already been delivered to Mr. Horowitz. 

Senator McCarrnuy. I think all the calls have been delivered to—— 

Mr. Weve H. | am so informed. 

Senator McCartrnuy. When could we get the witness who did the 
monitoring to come here and swear that we have all the calls? 

Mr. Weicn. I should think the answer ought to be Monday. I am 
cuessing at it. But I assume, barring vacations or out-of-town, or 
something like that, that should be possible. 

Senator McCartruy. Just one further question, Mr. Lucas. As I 
recall, Mr. Stevens testified that there was no monitoring of calls 
between his office and the White House—that, I assume, would not be 
between him and the President—because certainly that would be more 
improper than any other eavesdropping. In view of the fact that 
there is evidence now of a meeting on January 21, I believe, at which 
two White House aides were present, a Justice Department aide, and 
others, could you tell us whether or not you were ordered not to moni- 
tor any calls between Mr, Stevens’ office and anyone on the White 
House staff ? 

Mr. Lucas. I don’t believe I have any orders on that at all. 

Senator McCarrny. How did you do it? When a call would come 
in, I assume you would pick up the phone and you would write down 
what was said. If you would find it was, we will say, Sherman Adams, 
Pete Smith, John Jones, on‘the White House staff, would you hang 
up the phone and not monitor it? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir; I would tell him who was ealling and if he 
talked and didn’t say not to monitor it, I would monitor it. 

Senator McCarruy. About how often did he tell you not to monitor 
calls? 

Mr. Lucas. It was rather rare. 

Senator McCarruy. Pardon ? 

Mr. Lucas. It was rather rare, sir. I don’t know about how often. 

Senator McCarruy. Let’s start about the 1st of October, up to this 
date. Could you give us some rough idea of how many times per 
week or per day you were told not to monitor any calls? 
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Mr. Lucas. I just don’t have much of an idea of it. All I know is 
that I just don’t remember being told not to monitor calls during, say, 
that period. I may have been during the time he is in office. I know 
when he came into office he said not to monitor the family or indicated 
that. I don’t know what he said. 

Senator McCarruy. I am not concerned about his family. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCartuy. I am talking now about calls to the members 
of the White House staff. The Secretary has said that those calls 
were not monitored. We know that he talked to the White House, 
obviously, between October 1 and this day. I would just like to 
know what the procedure was, what was the modus operandi. How 
did you decide when to hang up, when not to monitor a call? 

Mr. Lucas. I just didn’t have any calls of that type that I 
remember. 

Senator McCarrny. You mean that from the 1st of October up 
until this—what date is today—June 4—from the 1st of October to 
June 4, you, who were in the Secretary’s office at all times, will swear 
that there were no calls between the Secretary and anyone on the 
White House staff? 

Mr. Lucas. Not that Iremember. Not that I took. 

Senator McCarrny. Perhaps there should be a little closer liaison, 
then. You said none that you took. I know that the Secretary 
said you did not take them, Mr. Lucas, 

Mr. Lucas. I didn’t. 

Senator McCarrny. How many times a day did calls come in that 
you did not take, on the average ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. I don’t know, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Let’s put it this way: Were you told when to 
take calls and when not to take them ? 

Mr. Lucas. In a few instances I was told not to. I don’t remember 
what they were, and I don’t remember any during this period, any 
occasion during this period when I was told not to. 

Senator McCarrny. At the risk of becoming boresome on this 
subject, I think it is an important subject. Let’s say the phone rings. 
I assume it is ringing all day in the Secretary’s office. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. The phone rings, and what do you do? Do 
you pick up an extension ? 

Mr. Lucas. My phone rings and I pick it up; yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Where do you sit in relation to the Secretary’s 
desk ? 

Mr. Lucas. Just outside it; the door to his office. 

Senator McCarrny. You sit in another room ? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. You can hear whenever the Secretary’s phone 
rings? 

Mr. Lucas. It is my phone that rings. 

Senator McCarrny. I see. 

Mr. Lucas. I pick it up, answer it, and if somebody tells me he 
wants to talk to the Secretary, I find out if he is available. 

Senator McCarruy. The question is this: If John Jones calls, 
you pick up the phone, you tell the Secretary that Jones is on the 
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wire. Does the Secretary then tell you to monitor the call, or do 
you proceed to monitor it unless he tells you not to monitor it? 

Mr. Lucas. The latter. 

Senator Munpr. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. Jenkins. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Jackson. I have one, 

nator Munpt. The Chair has no questions. 

Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. One question. 

Mr. Lucas, am I correct in understanding that the Cabinet officers 
have on their desks I believe a yellow phone which is a direct line 
to the White House ? 

Mr. Lucas. I don’t know whether you call it a yellow phone. 

Senator Jackson. A white phone? 

Mr. Lucas. They have branches off the White House switchboard; 
yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. A phone? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, s 

Senator JACKSON a et me ask you this second question: Is it pos- 
sible to monitor—is it possible for you to listen in on that line? 

Mr. Lucas. No, si 

Senator JAcKson. "Then a third question: Is it possible for you to 
monitor a call between the Secretary and the White House ? 

Mr. Lucas. Not over that system. 

Senator Jackson. Not over that line? 

Mr. Lucas. Not over that line; no, sir. 

Senator Jackson. What line does the Secretary use? I am just 
trying to save some time here. 

Mr. Lucas. To talk to the White House? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Mr. Lucas. He would use that line. 

Senator Jackson. If he uses that line all the time, then it would not 
be possible for you to monitor any call to the White House? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Does he use any other line or has he since you 
have been there? Has he used the regular switchboard, when you 
have been there, to call the White House, if you remember? 

ir. Lucas. Not that I remember, no, sir; on no occasion that I can 
remember. 

Senator Jackson. The reason I asked the question, I had under- 
stood that all Secretaries have direct lines, Cabinet members, have 
direct lines to the White House. 

Mr. Lucas. Th: at is my undertsanding of it; yes, sir. 

Senator Jackson. That is all. 

Senator Munpt. Anv Senators to my right? Senator Symington? 
Mr. Welch? Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn? 

Senator McCarruy. Senator Jackson raised an important point 
there, I believe, Mr. Lucas. You told me that as far as you knew, 
there were no calls between Mr. Stevens and the White House since 
October 1. Is it not true that Stevens has a private line, and when 
he picks up that private line, sitting outside the door as you do, you 
would not know of such a call unless you eavesdropped on him also? 
I am not reflecting on you. This is your job to do that. 
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Mr. Lucas. I have no way of knowing who he calls on the White 
House line. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Lucas, this is a pretty important inves- 
tigation. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarriy. By your answer you create the impression ea 
there were no calls to the W hite House. Now your testimony is tha 
you would have no way of knowing whether or not there were ie 
to the White House. You do not answer that phone. It is a private 
line. You have no way of knowing whether there were 10 or a 1,000 
calls. Isn’t that right? 

Mr. Lucas. There is a light in there that will indicate that he is on 
that phone, so I don’t go ringing him for another phone while he is 
on that one. I have no idea who he talks to or what is going on over 
that phone. 

Senator Munpt. Senator McCarthy, the Chair believes that in an- 
swer to your question when you say were there any calls to the White 
House, he thinks he heard the witness say there were none that he 
monitored, it didn’t come over the loudspeaker system but I think 
Theard. Ithink that is what he said. Am I correct ? 

Mr. Lucas. I don’t remember what I said, sir, but that is the case. 
J have no way of monitoring those calls. 

Senator Mt NDT. I think he said that very quietly. 

Senator McCarruy. I will be glad to yield to the Senator. 

Senator SyMINGTON. I think I might clarify this. 

When you pick up the phone on what is called the White House 
phone, the White House operator answers, am I correct? 

Mr. Lucas. That is correct. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Lucas, what I am trying to find out is 
whether or not we have all of the phone calls that were made in re- 
gard to the charges which resulted in the immobilizing of this com- 
mittee. I am not interested in any phone calls to President Eisen- 
hower. I am interested in phone calls to other members of the White 
House staff. 

I understood you to say that you knew of no phone calls between 
Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams, who is on the White House staff. 

Is this correct, that a phone call from the White House staff to Mr. 
Stevens or from Mr. Stevens to the White House staff would not go 
through you as other phone calls do, that there is a direct line and 
therefore you have no way of knowing how many pl hone calls were 
made unless you watched the white light that went on 

Mr. Lucas. That is correct, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. Can you tell us roughly how many times per 
day, per week, that white light went on? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. I don’t know. It would be just a guess. I 
don’t know. 

Senator McCarruy. Could you give us some idea? 

Mr. Lucas. It goes on every once in a while, but I have no way of 
knowing how many times during the day. 

Senator McCartruy. That sort of sounds like my wife when she says 
it is only a little ways away. I don’t know whether that means 1 block 
or 20. 

Mr. Lucas. I couldn’t say, sir. I don’t know. 
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Senator Munpr. Has the Senator concluded ? 

Senator McCarruy. Just 1 minute. 

Just so it will make it unnecessary to call the other two young 
people here who do monitoring, they would be in the same position 
you are in and they wouldn’t know what calls were made from the 
White House to Mr. Stevens or vice versa; would they ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. That is right. 

Senator McCarruy. Could you tell us how you spell each other 
off ; how many hours a day do you work ¢ 

Mr. La CAS, Well, Mrs. Pike, as she said, is secretary to Secretary 
Stevens. She would take calls, for example, if | went out of the room 
for a while, or went out in the reception room, or if 1 was already 
engaged, say, talking to somebody on the Hill, telling whether the 
Secretary is there or not there. 

Senator McCarruy. She would do it very seldom? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. Well, it isn’t too seldom. If I am tied up 
or not available, she would jump into the breach. 

Senator McCarruy. In other words, you don’t have three shifts, 
where one takes calls and types it up and the next then takes calls 
and types up the material ? 

Mr. Lucas. No: we don’t have shifts at all. These duties are inci- 
dental. Mr. Rhodes pa 

Senator McCarruy. How about Mr. Rhodes? Does he work full 
time at the same job that you work at ? 

Mr, Lucas. No, sir; he has another full-time job and he relieves me 
on Saturdays or 1f L am on leave or something of that sort, and I 
can’t be there for the day. Mr. Rhodes will usually be the one that 
comes 1n. 

Senator McCarrry. One final question. You were in effect the 
principal or the head monitor insofar as Stevens’ office is concerned ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. I am appointed clerk to the Secretary of the Army and 
I have monitored most of the calls. 

Senator McCartruy. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Very good. That will conclude the questioning 
of Mr. Lucas insofar as the Mundt-Stevens phone calls are concerned. 
L will call on Counsel Jenkins now so he can introduce into evidence 
Senator Symington’s calls which he understands Senator Symington 
desires to have done at this time. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen? 

Senator Dirksen. For the sake of the continuity of the record, 
it may take a little longer than 10 minutes, I don’t know how long 
the calls are, but I ask unanimous consent now that Senator Sym- 
ington’s time be extended so that this makes a complete and continuous 
pattern in the record. 

Senator Munpr. I think that is a good idea. Without objection, 
Senator Symington will be recognized until his particular calls have 
been fully read. 

Senator Symineron. May I thank the Senator, and may I ask also 
at the end of the calls to make a short statement here. 

Senator Munot. Mr. Jenkins, you may proceed. 

Senator Jackson. Are we through on the previous go around? 

Senator Munpr. Yes, sir. We are now on Senator Symington’s 
calls, 
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Senator JAckson. May I have a parliamentary inquiry? May I 
ask Mr. Jenkins whether I have any phone calls? 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will ack that, because you asked the 
Chair. He inquired of Counsel Jenkins and Mr. Jenkins told the 
Chair he knows of no calls. He suggests you also ask Mr. Lucas and 
that will clarify the record. 

Senator Jackson. Are there any monitored calls from me? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sit 

Senator Munpr. That includes, I assume, Mrs. Pike and Mr. Rhodes. 

Senator Jackson. I guess I was very unimportant in all of this. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, may I state publicly to Senator Jack- 
son that there are no monitored calls whatsoever having passed be- 
tween you and Secretary Stevens or Mr. Adams. 

Senator Jackson. That was just for the record. 

Mr. Jenxins. That is correct. There are none. 

Senator Munptr. You may proceed with the Symington calls. 

Mr. Jennins. Mr. Chairman, the Senator from Missouri has, I 
think, paid me a compliment in asking that I read these calls. I can 
do so, Mr. Chairman, without violating any of the rules of evidence, 
and I can validate them by having the party who made—— 

Senator Syminoton. Mr. Chairman, with all due respect to the coun- 
sel, I am advised by Senator Jackson that it might be better to follow 
the continuity, if the gentleman over here puts them in under oath. 

Senator Munpt. The Chair believes we should follow the same pro- 
cedure under the McClellan resolution, which was to have Mr. Lucas 
read them. 

Senator Symineron. I would ask counsel to make a statement about 
a couple of words, however. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair believes if we proceed with Mr. Lucas, 
the same as with the Mundt calls, we will follow the same formula. 

Mr. Jenxins. I want Mr. Rhodes on the stand at this time. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Rhodes? 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, I 
desire at this time to make a statement with reference to 1 or 2 of these 
monitored telephone calls that passed between Senator Symington and 
the Secretary of the Army, and that is this: There are 2 adjectives in 
perhaps 2; certainly in 1, maybe in more than 1 of these calls, which, 
in my opinion, do not in the slightest add to or detract from the mean- 
ing of that particular call, I say that in all honesty and in all sincerity. 
] do not think they would embarrass the Senator from Missouri. They 
would not embarass me, if I were the author of the call, but I am 
going to ask that those two adjectives, Senator McCarthy, and IT assure 
you, ‘sir, that they in no wise change the meaning of these calls, that 
they do be deleted. 

Senator McCarrny. May I say I will be glad to have them deleted 
and I am glad to hear that Mr. Cohn is not the only person that 
uses strong language at times. 

Mr. Jenxins. I am not intimating that they indicate strong lan- 
guage. I am saying that they do not change the meaning of the 
context of the calls. 

Senator Jackson. This is animated language. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Welch, may I call upon you—— 
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tor Munpr. Bv unanimous consent, the adjectives in question 
will be deleted from the transcript of Mr. Rhodes, if he is the man 
W » is going to read them. 

Senator Syainoron. Mr. Chairman, I would be very happy to have 
anv member of the committee, including Senator McCarthy, look at 
the two words. I would like to say that they in no sense could be 

lin anv pos ible wav as obscene. However. they might be 
‘ } rued ¢ en phat . 

Senator Munpr. The Chair hears no objection to striking the un- 
annoul ed adjectives from the record, and the Chair is also oratified 
over the implied compliment paid him that no adjectives of his had 
to be stricken from the record. 

Proceed, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenxins. Mr. Rhodes, you are back on the witness stand. 

Mr. Riropes. Yes. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you have heretofore qualified as an expert in 
your line of monitoring telephone calls? 

" Mr. Weicu. Mr. Chairman, I just want to be sure we have the 
etives found. 

Mr. Jenkins. Before he reaches the two words in question, I will 
nd ite it, Mr. Welch. 

Mr. Weicn. O. K. Mr. Jenkins, I assume, sir, that you are an 
exert in adjectives. 

Mr. Jenkins. As heretofore stated publicly, Mr. Welch, I became 
quite adept in plowing a mule in new ground in east Tennessee. 

Mr. Rhodes, please state whether or not you monitored the tele- 
p e conversations between Senator Symington and the mecretary 
of the Army on February 20, 1954, at 10:05—it doesn’t state a. m. 
orp.m. I presume probably you can tell us. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Chairman, it was a. m., because that 
afiernoon I went to New York to go to Europe. 

r. JENKINS. That was in the morning, then, of that date? 
Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. Now, Mr. Rhodes, you took that down, I take it, 
in shorthand ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Transcribed it to type? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Whether or not it is verbatim or 100 percent accu- 
rate, does or not it fairly in your opinion represent the substance 
of the conversation between the Senator and the Secretary of the 
Army ¢ 

Mr. Ruoves. It does, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I will ask you to now read it in the record. 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 


10 :05—SA phoned Sen. Stuart Symington 

SA. I wanted to call you and tell you 

Senator Symrneton. Mr. Chairman, in accordance with the pre- 
vious request, if when he says “SA,” if he would say “Secretary of 
the Army”——— 

Senator Munpt. I think that would be better. 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 

SA. I wanted to call you and tell you of the developments; that is, when I 
got in the oflice this morning, I found out for the first time where Senator 
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McCarthy was. Believing it is fair to put all the cards on the table at all 
I wanted to call him and tell him that I had ealled on a he mm 
committee I could find yesterday, and that I had said that I did not intend to 
produce Zwicker, and I told him that I did not intend to have this abuse of ou 
professional officer corps continued, You can imagine what happened. LHe 
really started to beat my brains out 

Senator SYMINGTON, Don’t worry about that. 

SA. Iam a coddler of Reds, you see. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Did you have anybody on the phone? 


SA. Yes, I did. 





Senator SyMINGTON. That's good. Keep t 
SA. He blew his lid and finally he said, 1 you accept a su na f 10) 
o’clock, Tues lay morning?” And I said, “TI vy | take that nd aly 


He said, “Are you refusing?’ I said, “I am not refusing to appear at all. Iv 
take it under advisement.” He said, “You are subpenaed for 1) o'clock, Tuesday 
morning.” He didn’t savy what committee or where 

Senator SYMINGTON. Just keep it all down on paper. 

SA. I wanted to post you on what had transpired. I would gather from tl! 
he probably is shifting to Washington and had me for a witness, because I told 


him I was not going to produce Zwicker 


Senator SYMINGTON. He just called me, his man did, an iid that he would not 
have Zwicker on Tuesday, if I felt this way about it; if it was cursory on my 
part he would go ahead with the heariz but if it was more than cursory tl 


he would postpone the hearing until I got} 
Senator McCartuy. I didn’t get that. Who is speaking then? 
Mr. Ruoprs. Senator Symineton, sir. 
Senator McCarrny. Would you read that for me again? I a 
Sorry. 


Senator Munpr. Would you pull your microphone closer to 5 


Mr. Rhodes. It is hard to hear. 

Mr. RHODES (reading 8 

Senator SYMINGTON. He just called me, his man did, and said that he w l 
not have Zwicker on Tuesday, if I felt this way about it; if it was cu 1 on mv 
part he would go ahead with the hearing, but if it Was more thar irsory that 
he would postpone the hearing until I got be ck. 

SA, It’s postponed then? 

Senator SYMINGTON. Yes. 

SA. I guess he is calling another meeting now for the purpose of beating 
bi 1ins out? 

Senator SymMiIneTon. I wouldn’t show until I am here. I wouldn't go unt 
I am here. 

SA. That is one reason why I am calling you 

Senator SYMINGTON, I will get into that with Clifford 

SA. I put in a call for John McClellan too, and I talked to him just before your 
call came On. 

Senator SYMINGTON. I just wouldn’t g Let me talk to Clifford about it and 
I will call you. 

. 7 ; 
Mr. Jenkins. Isthat all of that conversation, Mr. Rhodes? 
Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sit 
| \ 1 +] 4] 
Mr. Jenkins. Now. Mr. Rhodes. please state whether or not on the 


90th of February 1954 you monitored a telephone call between Senator 
Symington and the Secretary of the Army ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is that, according to your records, chronologically 
the second one vou recorded between those two centl men ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you have a transcript of that recording before 
you? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir: I do. 


Mr. Jenxins. Is it accurate or substantially accurate ? 
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Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir 

Mr. Jenxens. I will ask you now to read that in the record. 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 

20 Feb 54 

10: 25—Senator Symington phoned SA. 

Senator Syminoton. I talked to our legal friend. He thinks it was a mistake 
for you to call Mac. I am writing this letter to Mac: “Dear Mr. Chairman: 
Dick O’Melia of your staff called this morning to say you are agreeable to post- 
pone the Zwicker hearing until March 10 or thereafter. Thank you very much. 
Secretary Stevens also told me this morning you were going to subpena him this 
next Tuesday, February 23. Because of my great interest in this entire matter, 
1 would greatly appreciate your also postponing any hearing with respect to 
Secretary Stevens or the Army I am, Sincerely yours,”. I would suggest two 
things to you, old fellow: 1) Let’s counterpunch this stuff and not lead; 2) I 
think your people over there are pretty harassed and I don’t blame them, but 
maybe some of them can’t see the forest for the trees. This boy gets awfully 
rough. I would use those telephone numbers I gave you yesterday. He has a 
deep, it could not be deeper, dislike for your opponent. You see? 


SA. Well, Stu, I teil you, probably it was poor politics and poor judgment to 
call him. I just felt that havi gone and called on members of his committee, 


it was the right thing to do, and it would not give him a chance to say that 
we <o around behind his back. 

Senator SYMINGTON 

Mr. Jenkins. Just a minute, Mr. Rhodes. Is there any cbjection 
to my reading this short paragraph and deleting a harmless word? 
Follow me and see if | read this paragraph corre tly, W ith one excep- 
tion, to whieh I will call your attention: 


Senator Symineton. I think that’s probably pretty smart, but you are the 


Secretary of the Army and you n do anything you... please, but I would 
not lead with him unless you talk with my friend. That is just for what it’s 
wortl 


I have deleted only one WV ord ; have I not 2 


Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir 

Mr. JenRiNS. Do you agree with me it in no wise changes the mean- 
ing of that particular paragraph ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. I do, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I was sure you would. 

Just 1 minute. May I delete one word apparently uttered by the 
Secretary of the Army ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sr. 

Mr. Jenkins. I shall now read, Mr. Chairman, the next short—are 
you still following me, Mr. Rhodes? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Going to the next page: 

SA. I know itis wortha ... lot. 

Deleting one word, Mr. Rhodes, do you agree with me that it does in 
nowise add to or detraet from the meaning of that sentence ? 

Mr. Ruopes. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I was sure you would agree with that. Now you 
may proceed, Mr. Rhodes. 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 

Senator SymineTon. It isn’t a question of politics at all. It is a question of 
the integrity and fighting morale of the Army, and, therefore, everybody in 
my opinion, who has a concept of what is decent will break their back to help 
you in any way they can. I would never get near him if I could help it. 


Mr. Jenxens. You may go ahead. 
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Senator McCartiry. I missed that last again. I have difficulty 
hearing. I have difficulty hearing this witness. 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 

Senator SymrneTon. It isn’t a question of politics at all. It is a question of 
the integrity and fighting morale of the Army, and, therefore, everybody, in 
my opinion, who has a concept of what is decent will break their back to he 
you in any way they can. I would never get near him if I could help it. 


| ) 


Mr. Jenkins. You may proceed, Mr. Rhodes, 

Mr. Ruoprs. The next call I have is one at 2:30. Senator Symit o- 
ton phoned the Secretary of the Army. 

Senator Symineron. May I interject here? The first call was from 
the Secretary to me. I called him back, as I remember, twice, but 
that was the day I was leaving for New York, I spent the night in 
New York and left the next day for Europe. 

Senator Munpr. What is the date? 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 

20 February 1954. 2:30—Senator Symington phoned SA. 

Senator Symington said he was writing MeCarthy and asking him to post 
pone Secretary Stevens’ appearance until he (Senator Symington) returns 

Senator Symineron. A question there. That is not a direct quote, 
is it? 

Mr. Rrropes. No. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Let the witness please clear that up. 

Mr. Ruopes. That is not a direct quote, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Will you read it slowly? Was it because 
you didn’t get it? 

Mr. Riv pes. I believe I didn’t vet on the phone on time, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. It is what you think I said; is that right? 

Mr. Ruones. I would have to look at my notes. I am sure I left 
out something. | Reading :| 

Senator Symington said he was writing McCarthy and asking him to post 
pone Secretary Stevens’ appearance until he (Senator Symington) returns. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Rhodes, will you pause there momentarily please. 
May I read this next statement by Senator Symington, and will you 
please follow me. 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JenxKins (reading): 

Senator SymineatTon. If he won’t do it, then I think we can put the rules into 
effect. I will give you a little piece of gratuitous advice; my friend yesterday 
said, “This guy got any steel in him?” I said, “Sure, * * * right.” 

I have deleted one word, have I not? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you agree with me it in no wise changes the mean- 
ing of that statement? 

Mr. Ruopes. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Thank you, sir. You may proceed with the reading. 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 

He said, “If he has steel he can do a great service.” He said also, “He has got 
to be careful of each move he makes, carefully thought out.’ I think you may 
have put this fellow on the run a little bit, but he is terrifically «gile in getting 
around something, Did you read the lead editorial in the New York Herald 
Tribune? 

SA. No I haven’t. 
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Senator SyminatTon, It is the worst attack against him that has ever been made, 
I think you are in shape to protect your Army, provided you don’t miss one and 
provided you stay tough. I don’t mean silly tough, I mean firm. 

SA. I’ve got to do that Stu. 

Senator Symirneton. One other fellow that is on your side, and I know he is 
absolutely tops, and that is:Bill Rogers. I mean, you can’t go wrong with Bill. 

SA. We have been in touch with him, of course. 

Senator SymMinaron. This fellow might be sick, you know. 

SA. I thought by now he would have come out with a public statement that I 
was being subpenaed for Tuesday. 

Senator SYMINGTON, 


Mr. Jenkens. Wait one minute. I don’t follow you here now; go 
ahead, Mr. Rhodes, starting with the statement of Senator Symington, 
on the last page. 

Mr. Ruopes. (reading). 





Senator SyMINeTON. I would doubt that he would do that. Another thing, 
we have got to be very careful, because we don’t want to push him in a place 
where he has to do it to preserve face, because on that basis he will do anything. 
You read this Herald editorial. 

SA. I will do that. 

Mr. Jenkens. Is that all of that monitored telephone call, Mr. 
Rhodes ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. Do you have anether monitored telephone call be- 
tween Senator Symingion and the Secretary of the Army? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. What is the date of it? 

Mr. Ruopes. February 21, 1954. 

Mr. Jenkins. What hour of the day? 

Mr. Ruopes. 10:50 a.m. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is it substantially correct? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And did you monitor it? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JenKrns. I will ask you to now read that into the record. 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 

21 Feb 1954—Sunday 

10: 50—Senator Symington call to SA. 

Senator SymiNcron. One thing worried me a little bit. I wrote that letter 
to McCarthy yesterday in which I said I requested there be no hearing of you 
or anybody from the Army until I got back, and I read it to you and you thought 
it was all right. I was talking with my friend on some other matters this morn- 
ing just before taking off and he tells me that the Washington Post says you 
are going to volunteer to appear. 

SA. hey must have dreamed that up. I have made no statement like that. 
On the other hand, Stu, I can’t create the impression in the minds of the public 
that I am scared of this guy. 

Senator Symrnoton. If you said you would come on your own time, if you 
would come at your own convenience—— 

SA. I haven’t made any statement at all. There are some rumors going 
around. They are all interested in this thing, of course. 

Senator Syminoton. If you and I are going to work together, we have got to 
be on the table with each other. Phil-Potter told me he got it out of the Pentagon. 

SA. —— 

Senater McCarruy. Pardonme. Iam sorry, again—will you start 
with, “You and I are working together” ¢ 

Mr. Ruopes (reading) : 
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Senator SyMINGTON. If you and I are going to work together, we have got 
to be on the table with each other. Phil Potter told me he got it out of the 


Pentagon. 

SA. I am utterly amazed if he did 

Senator SyMINGTON. I know who he got it from. If you are going to play 
with McCarthy, you have got to forget about any of these Marquis of Queensberry 
rules. The thing I wanted to tell you is this; here is the way they operate, if 
they felt that he had gone too far in his conversations with you, they would 
leak it to a reporter that maybe you had asked to come, instead of the fact that 
they had instructed you to come. 

SA. I would issue a statement and deny that. 

Senator SYMINGTON. On the Washington Post you have got one of the very 
best reporters who will be in your camp and that is Murrey Marder, and I thought 
Reston, who is one of the best, had one of the best articles I have read in the 
New York Times. 

SA. He called me yesterday and I told him what I knew. 

Senator SYMINGTON. I thought he wrote a very excellent article. 

SA. I haven’t seen the Post, to tell the truth 

Senator SYMINGTON. Potter broke it. He didn’t get it on the Hill. The only 
thing I want to do is this: don’t put me in a box by going up there Tuesday. 
I would not go. Wecan throw the blocks in this thing. 

SA. I would much rather have this thing postponed in line with your letter 
IT am not looking forward to going up there on Tuesday. If he were actually 
to subpoena me, while I have the technical right not to go 

Senator SYMINGTON. He can’t subpoena you. flere are the rules we drove 
through; if the three Democratic members of the committee are unanimous in 
opposing a hearing, then the hearing will not be held, unless the majority of 
the full committee agree to it. Now, I think I have got it so the majority of 
the full committee will not agree to it. However, I just ask you not to make 
me look silly. If you decide to go up before I get back, that is 100 percent with 
me. I would talk to McClellan about it if it might make me look silly. 

SA. Iam not going to do that. Iam not going to put you in any box. 

Senator Syminaton. The only thing is, I don’t want him to unload on me 
while I am gone. 


Mr. Jenkins. Is that all of that conversation, Mr. Rhodes? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Are those all of the monitored telephone conversa- 
tions that you took passing between the Secretary of the Army and 
Senator Symington ? 

Mr. Ruoprs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, I will ask you to stand aside and let Mr. Lucas 
take the witness stand, Mr. Rhodes, please. 

Mr. Lucas, state whether or not you monitored a telephone call or 
calls passing between Senator Symington and the Secretary of the 
Army. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. How many? 

Mr. Lucas. One. 

Mr. Jenxrns. The date? 

Mr. Lucas. 8 March 1954. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is it substantially correct? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. And in your opinion substantially conveys the mean- 
ing and the substance of the conversation passing between those 
gentlemen ? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you have a transcript of it before you? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you now read it into the record? 








2124 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 


8 MArcH 1954, 6:00 p. m., Sen. Symineion phoned Sec. STEVENS: 

SYMINGTON. Sorry to bother you. I wonder if it would be possible for me 
to see something. I have heard about it, and somebody has been leaking about 
it, but I would like to see the report on Schine sometime, if the Army is willing 
to release it. 

STEVENS. Stuart, I doubt very much that they are. Whatever they have got 
on that would have to be pulled together, and so forth and so on. 

SYMINGTON. I understand it has been pulled together, and I don’t want to see 
it pulled apart before we get a chance to look at it. Naturally, it is of great 
interest to us. 

STEvENS. Personally I doubt very much whether it would be available, Stuart. 

SYMINGTON. You see, we have a right to—under the rules of the committee as 
they now stand—to approve all staff members. I don’t imagine we could ask 
for it 

STEVENS. I am sure you have plenty of rights, but actually I don’t know where 
it is, what shape it is in, or if it is available, Stuart. 

SYMINGTON, I know it has been made. 

STEVENS. I don’t have anything at all, myself—— 

SYMINGTON. Have you seen the report, Bob? 

STEVENS. because Adams has been handling the contact with the committee, 
and most of the contact has been with him. 

SYMINGTON. Have you seen it? 

STevENS. I would know of certain things that Adams has transported to me 
that have transpired. 

SYMINGTON, Is it a higher authority than that I would have to go to to get 
a look at it? 

STEVENS. First of all, I would have to look and see what is there; and then, 
when I did see what is there, it would certainly be a matter that would be of 
interest to the Department of Defense. 

SYMINGTON. I don’t want to push you on it, but we have got a problem. This 
whole staff picture is a problem for everybody. 

STEVENS. I personally think that anything in that line would prove to be very 
much exaggerated. That would be my opinion. In other words, I think there 
has been some talk around that has been—— 


Senator McCarrny. Mr. Rhodes, I am awfully sarry, but I just 
can’t hear you up at the end of the table. Would you read that last 
line or two? 

Senator Munpr. Pull your microphone a little closer. 

Mr. Lucas (reading) : 


Stevens. I personally think that anything in that line would—— 


Senator McCarruy. Would you ge back one sentence? 
Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. [Reading :] 


Symincton. I don’t want to push you on it, but we have got a problem. This 
whole staff picture is a problem for everybody. 

STEVENS. I personally think that anything in that line would prove to be 
very much exaggerated. That would be my opinion. In other words, I think 
there has been some talk around that has been very much exaggerated over 
anything that is there. I am the Secretary, and I have had some talks with 
the committee and the chairman, and so on, and by and large as far as the treat- 
ment of me is concerned, I have no personal complaint. In other words—-when 
he got after Zwicker, of course, then I hollered but as far as I personally am 
concerned, I don’t have a lot of stuff, so far as my contact with Joe, or the 
committee, is concerned. 

Symineton. I have no personal problem either, but you see that situation 
operates as a team, and you and John told me some of the things that have 
been said by the fellows that are still active. I am not looking for trouble, 
but apparently I can’t run from it. Incidentally, I would appreciate this being 
private between you and me. I have heard that the Army now is pulling back 
a bit on the report because it is not good for the Army. 

STEVENS. —— 


Senator Symrneron. May I interrupt there, Mr. Chairman, if I 
may. ‘That is the point that I wanted to be private between him and 
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me. He is not reading it quite in context, but that is the point. I 
asked him to consider private the fact that I heard that the Army 
was pulling back on the Schine report. 

Mr. Lucas (reading) : 

Stevens. I don’t know about that. I don’t know anything in it that is not 
good for the Army. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr, Chairman, may I say if Senator Syming- 
ton is going to make statements, I want to make some very, very 
important cross-examinations of him on this. I think that is the most 
revealing series of documents we have had. 

Senator Munpt. We will have the 10-minute go-arounds at the 
conclusion, the same as we did on the Mundt phone calls. 

Senator McCarrny. May I ask the Chair, will the Senator from 
Missouri take the stand and be sworn? ‘This is an extremely impor- 
tant series of documents. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair believes that there should be no inter- 
ruptions at this time in the reading of the transcripts. Proceed. 

Mr. Lucas (reading) 

Symineton. I know how this is—it’s a bloody sieve. If there is any way we 
could get the facts without mentioning talking to you—I will speak to the 
chairman. I haven’t seen him, He is down South somewhere, and I would 
suggest that we get the report. I would like to see it. But if we can't have 
it, I would urge that the way it was in the beginning be the way it is now 

Mr, Jenkins. Mr. Lucas, allow me to interrupt you here. I desire 
to read the next paragraph, being a conversation with the Secretary 
of the Army, Mr. Stevens, and I ask you to follow closely. [Reading :] 

Srevens. It is a... of a lot of stuff. It is not a question of bother, but I 
have more important things to do, in my opinion, than that particular thing. 
So I don’t feel I have any particular knowledge of it, and I don’t think 
is too much to it. I think it has been a... of a lot of talk, and I don’t nk 
there is too much more. That would be my guess. However, I can talk to 
Adams and find out what I can see. 


ther 
there 
t 


Mr. Lucas, did I read that paragraph correctly with the exception 
of the deletion of the two adjectives g 

Mr. Lucas. One sentence ended “and I don’t think there is too 
much there” instead of “too much more.” The second line from the 
end of the paragraph. 

Mr. Jenkins. “And I don’t think there is too much to it.” 

Mr. Lucas. “Too much there,” is the way I have it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Iam sorry. Mine says “too much to it.” 

Senator Munpr. The copy the ¢ ‘hair has says “too much there.’ 

Now that the adjectives have been identified, let Mr. Lucas read it 
as he has it. 

Mr. Jenkins. Read it as you have it, the short paragraph, deleting 
the two adjectives which I ‘deleted. 

Mr. Lucas (reading) : 

SrEvENS. It isa * * * of a lot of stuff. It is not a question of bother, but I 
have more important things to do in my opinion than that particular thing. 
So I don’t feel I have any particular knowledge of it, and I don’t think there 
is too much toit. It think it has beena * * * of a lot of talk, and I don't think 
there is too much there. That would be my guess. However, I can talk to 
Adams and find out what I can see, 

Mr. Jenkins. Before proceeding further, Mr. Lucas, do you agree 
with me that the deletion of those two adjectives in no wise changes 
the meaning of that paragraph or its substance ? 
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Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you agree to that? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You may proceed. 

Mr. Lucas (reading) : 

SyMINGTON. I will be glad to talk to him myself. 

STEVENS. Let me talk to him myself. 

SyYMENGTON. We now have a counsel on the committee and the rules have been 
materially changed; and everybody takes responsibility for the establishment of 
the staff and that interests me. 

STevens. I dont’ know any reason why you ean’t take an interest in the staff, 
quite apart from what we are talking about. 

Mr. Jenxtns. Is that the full context of that conversation ? 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. There is a little bit more. [Reading:] 

SYMINGTON. This ties into it as you and John talked to me. 

STEVENS. I will talk to John 

SYMINGTON. If you will do that at your discretion, I would appreciate it. 

STEVENS. And I will call back to you. 

+ Jenkins. Is that it? 

Ir. Lo cas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is that all? You have no other monitored tele- 
p! one ealls 4 

Mr. Lucas. No, Sil 

Mr. Jenkins. As far as you know, are the ones read by Mr. Rhode 
and the one you just read by you all the monitored telephone calls 
that have passed between the Secretary of the Army and Senator 
Symington ¢ 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir, as far as I know. 

Mr. Jenkins. I have no further questions to ask the witness, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Syminoton. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make a short 
statement. 

Senator Munpr. Correct. The Chair was about to say that we will 
now proc ‘eed with the 10-minute go-around, but the Chair had agreed 
with Senator Symington prev iously that he could make a short state- 
ment following the reading of the transeript, and after the state- 
ment by Senator Symington, the Chair will be the first one to ask 
questions, and we will go around the table. 

Senator McCartruy. Mr. Chairman, I have a motion I would like 
to make. 

Senator Munpt. The Chair recognizes Senator Symington. 

Senator McCartny. Mr. Chairman, as a point of personal privilege. 

Senator Munpr. You may state your point of personal privilege. 

Senator McCarrny. A point of personal privilege, and a very im- 
ortant one, and I think Mr. Symington should have it in mind when 
- makes his statement. 

We now find that the man that was advising Mr. Stevens was Mr. 
Clark Clifford. 

Senator SymiNneton. You don’t mind that? I told you that. You 
came up and asked me and I told you. 

Senator McCarrny. I asked you and you told me. 

May I make my motion as a matter of personal privilege? 

Senator Munpr. You may state your point. 
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Senator McCartuy. Mr. Clark Clifford was the top aide to Presi- 
dent Truman. We find that Mr. aieaaen sada the statement to 
Mr. Stevens that “You and I must work together on this.” 

Then later the statement “I want to keep this quiet.” 

Mr. Symington, I disqualified myself from sitting on this — 
mittee. Mr. Symington has never told this committee that he had 
a working arrangement with Mr. Stevens, that he was getting one of 
the top aides of President Truman to run this show. I may say, 
Mr. Chairman, that the documents show very clearly that Mr. Syming- 
ton came back on this committee to try to wreck our attempt to expose 
Communists who had infiltered the administration. In common de- 
cency, Mr. Chairman, in common honesty, he should have given these 
facts to this committee. He can’t conceiv: ably sit here as a fair judge 
after he has said to Mr. Stevens, “I will get you a top Democr: it law- 
yer,” No. 1; and No. 2, he says, “You and I must work together.’ 

Mr. Chairman, I think that the Senator from Missouri, without any 
motion on the part of the committee, should at this time promptly dis- 
qualify himself because he is clearly disqualified, and I can now und 
stand why he objected SO strongly to having these matters in the 
record. 

Also, Mr. Chairman, we find here the statement that “Mr. Rogers 
is on our side. We have been in touch with him.” Mr. Rogers is the 
man, Mr, Chairman, who must pass upon questions of evidence, who 
must pass upon questions of conte mpt, que stions of per jur Vy. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge now and I formally request that Mr. Rogers 
be subpenaed to take this stand, and if he wants to take some priv 
lege let’s have him do it. 

Numver two, Mr. Chairman, I ask that Mr. Symington be requested 
to do what the Republican members of this committee have done, 
namely, in all decency and honesty, take this stand and raise their 

right hand and subject themselves to cross-examination. 

The first thing he should do is disqualify himself. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will hear Senator Symington. 

Senator Symineron. Well, Mr. Chairman, I have listened carefully 
to this diatribe of the Senator from Wisconsin and in my opinion it 
is just another diversion. Before he tries to get me to take a position 
with respect to this committee, I would suggest that he go through 
with what he said today about putting in his own calls, and see to it 
that the calls of his two staff members are also put in. 

Senator McCarrny. They are all here, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpt. Senator Symington has the floor. 

Senator Symineton. Now, because he brings up the name of Mr. 
Clark Clifford, a private attorney, I think it is in order for me to say 
how Mr. Clifford got into my conversations, and I would also like 
to say—— 

Senator McCartuy. Why don’t you say that under oath, Mr. 
Senator ? 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington has the floor. 

Senator Symmncron. Mr. Chairman, can I proceed without inter- 
ruption? I will always go under oath for anything I say, because I 
always tell the truth. But I think we are rapidly getting to a point 
where the Senate should decide some of the prerogatives that the Sena- 
tor brings up. As I was saying before being interrupted by that strong 
voice, Mr. Clark Clifford is my friend. The Secretary of the Army 
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came tome. It isa fair statement that he felt that the way the j junior 
Senator from Wisconsin had handled General Zwicker had seriously 
Impal ired, crip p led, the morale of the United States Army, and he 
asked me for help. Why he came to me particularly inste ad of some 
of his Republican colleagues, I don’t know. But to tell the truth, 
I think he visited five. And I advised him to get : good lawyer. He 
asked me if I knew a good lawyer, and I said, “Yes, I did. I knew some 
good lawyers.” . 

And I recommended to him Mr. Clifford. That is the way he got 
into this ease. All I was anxious to do before going abroad with 
Senator Bridges on a trip which we have just reported on, was not 
to see anybody else handled in the way that Secretary Stevens teld 
me that General Zwicker had been handled. I might add that based on 
my trip abroad, putting it mildly, the reaction was detrimental to 
the morale of the United States Army, Navy, and Air Force. 

Now, I was anxious to see, as I say, that none of these hearings, 
inasmuch as I was back on the committee at this time, were held until 
I returned from a very short trip to Europe. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
if I may proceed with my statement, which I was also interrupted on: 
Since Senator McCarthy agreed to put his telephone calls in the record, 
I would also move that the committee now ask Messrs, Cohn and 
Carr whether as individuals and as employees of this committee, they 
will consent to the introduction of their phone calls in the public 
record. 

I note that these phone calls were made as employees of the com- 
mittee, and they claim, pursuant to committee business, and they 
obviously contain relevant and necessary information for this investi- 
gation if we are going to get at the truth. If Messrs. Cohn and Carr 
refuse to permit their phone calls to be made a part of the public rec- 
ord, I move that this committee consider whether they should be 
subject to dismissal as employees of the committee, just as any other 
Kederal employee who withholds relevant and vital inform: ation at 
congressional hearings is subject to dismissal. 

And I move the committee consider whether they should be dis- 
missed or subject to oe action in the event they refuse. 
These men are not Senator McCarthy’s employees. They are em- 
ployees of the committee. They cannot take Senator McCarthy’s 
directions as against the direetion of the committee in matters of com- 
mittee business. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that completes my statement. My calls are 
in the record. I call on those who are principals in this case and not 
judges to put theirs in the record. 

I thank you. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Munpr. We will now proceed with the 10-minute go-around. 

Senator McCartruy. Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Munpr. A point of order? 

Senator McCarrny. Yes; a point of order. I would like to ask, 
Mr. Chairman, whether or not the Senator from Missouri is willing 
to, as he said, go under oath and let us cross-examine him, who, for 
example, is w riting his statements, and this deal with Clifford —— 

Senator Munpr. The Chair believes that is not a point of order. 
That is something you might take up in your 10-minute period. 
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Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, it is a request of the Chan 

Senator Munpr. It is not a point of order. You can make it on 
your own 10-minute time. Our rules say it must be a point of order 
or a point of personal privilege. | recognized you on your point of 
personal privilege because I believe you were entitled to one. But 
now, I think you should t: ~ at up on your 10 minutes. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, I think this is a matter of per 
sonal privilege. ‘The seven ‘Se nators here are sitting as judges of my 
staff and of me. Charges have been made which, if found true, will 
result in ruining the reputations of two young men, and the head of 
my staff. We now find, Mr. Chairman—I think this is a matter of 
personal privilege—that one of the judges who refuses to take the 
oath, refuses to disqualify himself, had apparently made some kind 
of a deal to get, and fantastically, Mr. rie sires a man to direct 
this who was one of the top advisers of President Truman. The 
Chair knows the high regard that President Truman and I hold each 
other in. I think, Mr. Chairman, that at this time I should know, 
so I can govern my actions accordingly, No. 1, whether Senator 
Symington is willine to take the oath, as I take it, as the three Re- 
publicans took it; No. 2, whether he feels he can sit as an impartial 
judge on this committee. And as a point of personal privilege, Mr. 
Chairman, I ask that he be asked those two questions. This is the 
most unusual situation, Mr. Chairman, that I have run into. I can 
understand why the Senator from Missouri didn’t want these docu- 
ments read. 

But it puts us in a fantastic situation. I have got two young men 
whom I have to protect. I have asked them to come on my committee. 
I find now that one of the judges was working with the Deputy 
Attorney General before the charges were made. I think Mr. Syming- 
ton should be put under oath. He should be willing to do that—I know 
we can’t force him to—so we can get all of these details. There should 
be no more secrecy. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Symington was the man who, 
for days and days, was telling how he wanted all the facts laid 
on the table, he wanted nothing but the truth in this whole ease. 

Senator Symineton. Mr, Chairman, I rise to a point of personal 
privilege. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will recognize you. 

Senator Symrinaton. I don’t want to continue this discussion with 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin. As far as all the facts being laid 
on the table, I have laid every fact on the table that I know of. I 
have laid facts on the table which might bring criticism of friends 
because, in the beginning, I said that I wanted to do just that. 
All these conversations were prior to any decision with respect to 
any hearings. And since there was a decision for hearings in this 
matter, I have not discussed anything with any principal in any way. 

I believe that is a statement of fact, exce pt in this courtroom, pass- 
ing remarks made here or there. 

Now I say to the junior Senator from Wisconsin, why doesn’t he 
now practice what he preaches? 

Here he has the opportunity to put all his calls in the record, 
and those of his two staff members who, based on the new rules, were 
working for this committee just as much as they were working for 
him. Let’s get on with the hearings and not on with the diversion. 
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Senator Munpr. The Chair has the next 10 minutes, and I think 
that probably —— } 

Mr. Coun. Mr, Chairman, Senator Mundt, may I make a point of 
order here, sir? 

Senator Munpr. Have you a point of order? 

Mr. Conn. Yes, sir. I feel Mr. Symington has said certain things 
about me and I should be entitled to answer them, if I may, sir, and I 
will try to do that very briefly. 

First of all, Senator +e — 

Senator Munpr. That is a point of personal privilege, instead of 
a poi nt of order, but you are entitled to a point of personal privilege. 

Mr. Conn. Thank you, sir. I hope I can speak for Mr. Carr as 
well. 

At the very beginning we consented that all monitored calls between 

and the other people go in on condition that the American people 
be given all the calls relevant to this controversy. That was in the 
ret ord at page 347, the seeond ds ly of these hearings. W e stand. by 
that consent, sir, and if these calls will be made available, all the 
ealls will be made available, I will sign, and I know Mr. Carr will, 
any document which will get them all in the record. I want to make 
that very clear. I have. 

The second point is this, Senator Mundt: I am in a rather peculiar 
position here. I have served this committee and I have complete 
confidence in its members, and I hope they have had that in me. 
When I heard read here a statement by Mr. Symington to Mr. Stevens 
before these hearings began, saying, “If you and I are going to work 
this thing together,” of course it puts me in a very, very difficult 
position, and I know it puts Mr. Carr in that, and I am sure it puts 
Senator McCarthy in that. We have as one of our judges here a 
Senator who, before the hearings began, said to one of the principals 
who has made the charges against us that they are going to work 
the thing together. 

In view of that, sir, I wonder if Mr. Symington—because I know he 
is certainly a completely honorable person—would not step out. 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Chairman, I would answer that this 
way = 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington? 

Senator Symrnetron. What I was trying to do desperately with 
Mr. Stevens, as the record will show, was to try and get back here 
before there were any further hearings with respect to the Army. 
I wanted to be here when the hearings took place. When I got back 
here, there had already been leakage into the press about the so-called 
Schine report, which later I received with a letter saying it was being 
sent to me and sent to other Senators. 

As long as Mr. Cohn has brought himself inte this colloquy, I 
would like to ask him, is he going to put his calls in the record or 
isn’t he? 

Mr. Coun. The answer to that, Mr. Symington, is, I think I was 
one of the first ones who said that if all calls in these hearings—Mr. 
Symington, sir, may I finish? 

Senator Symrneron. I didn’t say anything. You must have heard 
somebody else. 

Mr. Conn. Yes, sir. 
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I think I was one of the first ones who said that if all calls went 
into the hearing, mine could be in, and they could be the first ones to 
go in. 

Senator Munpr. One at a time, please. 

Mr. Coun. I stand on that statement, Mr. Symington. You say 
you want to be fair about this. If you do, I think you will know that 
the fair thing is to have all calls go in. If there is an agreement 
made, which would take 2 seconds, that all ealls do go in, I will 
ask that mine be the first to be read into the record. 

Senator Symrineron. Mr. Cohn, all the Senators have agreed to 
put them in. 

I would like to ask you the question again. I have put my calls in 
this afternoon. This morning I said I would put them in if you and 
Senator McCarthy and Mr. Carr put yours in without any catch, 
without any mental reservation or hesitation of any kind. I have put 
mine in. ‘The only reason I ever regretted putting them in in the 
tirst place is because the names of friends were mentioned. It had 
nothing to do with me. I have put mine in. I ask, Are you going to 
put your calls in the record this afternoon ¢ 

Mr. Conn. Mr Symington, I think I made it quite clear. I hope 
I have. The calls which I had relate to other calls, the names and 
dates of which I have given to counsel for this committee some time 
ago, and asked that Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams produce them. Mr. 
Symington, sir, they all go together. As soon as those are ready to 
go in, and I know that they will go in, so we have the full picture, I 
will ask that mine be read before the others are read, as lone as I 
know that they will all go in. 

I recite acain, sir, the ealls of October 3 November 24, November 
95—I believe the September 28 one has been supplied—and the others 
which I listed to Mr. Jenkins. If I may know that those will go in, 
I will be glad to have any calls of mine ge right into the record, sir. 

Senator Syminetron. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symrneron. It is now very clear. There is no use continu- 
ing with this colloquy. Some of the calls that were asked for based 
on the statement of the witness, and the White House calls, could 
never be putin. It is now clear that Mr. Cohn, who has been accused 
of improper pressure against the Army for Private Schine, does not 
intend to put his calls in the record. 

I regret that exceedingly. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman- 

Senator Munpr. Have you a point of order? 

The Chair would like to say this: He has been advised by Senator 
Potter that he very much would like to have his monitored calls put 
in the record on the same basis as those of Senators Mundt and 
Symington today. We are running out of time. The Chair under- 
stood that the Senator from Wisconsin also wanted to have his calls 
put in the record on the same basis. He simply points up the fact that 
time is moving pretty fast. He has no control of the time. 

He had agreed to quit rather promptly at 5 o’clock. 

Senator McCarruy. Just 1 minute, or less, Mr. Chairman. I will 
keep it down to less than 1 minute. 

Senator Munpz. Very well. A point of personal privilege. 








2132 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


Senator McCarruy. I want to point out, Mr. Chairman, in view 
of this new development and the fact that Mr. Symington and Mr. 

tevens agreed that they had Bill Rogers on their side, the Deputy 
Sanien General, that we must get the phone calls between Rogers, 
Symington, Stevens, to complete the picture. 

Mr. Chairman, may I say that in view of the interlocking nature 
of the calls between my staff and the Pentagon, I hope the C hair over 
the weekend urges the President to make all those calls available so 
ihat we can, in all fairness, put in these interlocking calls on the part 
of my staff. As far as my calls are eoncerned, they will go in as 
soon as my turn comes. 

Senator Munpr. As the Senator from Wisconsin knows, the mem- 

rs of this committee have been trying long and hard to find a way to 
vet all of these calls in, and we are going to continue te try to get in all 
the calls we can insofar as the interpretation of the Presidential 
executive directive permits. 

Mr. Welch has agreed to do some nudging. Counsel Jenkins has 
agreed to do some nudging. The Chair will do what nudging he can. 
We will try, if we can, and I think.it would be ve ry mue h in the public 
interest personally to have all of these calls which are pertinent incor- 
porated in the record. 

The Chair has his 10 minutes now. He must say in all candor that 
what has transpired at the committee today has been a surprise to the 
Chair. He had not read any of these monitored calls before. It does 
cast a new light on certain of the aspects of the situation. The Chair 
does not believe that the witnesses now before him are the appropriate 
ones to mterrogate about these new aspects, so he feels that he will take 

» further time in trying to interroga te Mr. Lucas about develop- 
iii of which he was simply the transmittal belt, recording them so 
they could become available to the public and to this committee. 

Senator Jackson has 10 minutes. 

Senator Symrneron. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpt. Have you a point of order? 

Senator Symrneton. I have a point of personal privilege. 

Senator Munpr. If you have one, you certainly may. 

Senator Symrneton. At any time the Chair or any other member 
of this committee would care to take the matter of my serving on this 
committee to the Senate floor, I would be happy to be on the Senate 
floor at any time anybody is surprised by anything that I ever say er 
do or write. I would be happy to take that to the Senate floor also. 

Senator McCartrny. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Symincron. And I would look forward, if I may just fin- 
ish my statement, I would look forward at that time to the presence of 
the chairman and the junior Senater from Wisconsin. 

Senator McCartruy. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair wishes to reply and say that as far 
as he can recall, he made no statement or intimation about taking any- 
thing to the Senate floor. He stated a very honest conviction that these 
developments today have been a complete surprise to him and have cast 
some new light on the whole controversy which he knew nothing of 
until a few moments ago. 

Senator Jackson, you have 10 minutes. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, may I make—— 


] 
bers 
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Senator Symincton. May I say one more thing?) The Chair wants 
to comment on his surprise. The Secretary of the Army works for 
the Secretary of Defense in the line. The Secretary of Defense works 
for President Eisenhower in the line. The Deputy Attorney General 
works for the Attorney General in the line. The Attorney General 
works for the President of the United States in the line. 

Iam a Democrat, but Iam alsoan American. Both of these people 
came to me and asked me to give them help with respect to a problem 
which they felt might well destroy the Army and I gave them that 
help and I did it with conviction. However, as soon as I heard there 
were to be hearings I want again to remind the Chair I have not 
discussed anything in anyway with any of the principals. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson, you have 10 minutes. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman—— 

Senator Munpr. Gentlemen, we are going to have to procee« 

Senator McCartny. Mr. Chairman, a point of personal privilege. 

Senator Munpr. You may state it. 

Senator McCartrny. Again, only for 30 seconds. In view of Sena- 
tor Symington’s statement, I would like to remind the Chair that be- 
fore I removed myself from this co nmittee voluntarily, and I did not 
make the Senate do it, Senator Symington was the loudest voice claim- 
ing that I should not serve because I had prejudged the case. I think, 
in all honesty, he should have at that time told us that prior to that he 
had made the statement to the Secretary of the Army, and I read it, 

“if you and I are going to work this together.” “Work this together’ 
means to get the staff of my committee and get the chairman and stop 
the hearings. I again hope that over the weekend the Senator from 
Missouri decides to take the same action I took, namely remove himself 
from this committee, 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson, you have 10 minutes. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, there has been enough, I think, 
confusion thrown into this record. I think Senator McCarthy is 
aware of the fact that what he is reading related to General Zwicker 
and not to these hearings. Let’s keep the facts straight in this thing. 
That was long before a hearing was set up. It is February 20. 

And may I say to the Chair that it is also wise not to pass judgment 
until all the evidence is in. ‘The chairman has said a new light has 
been cast, but I don’t know that a new light can be cast until all the 
light is there. 

I have sort of a recollection, Mr. Chairman, that there is some 
hesitancy on the part of some to put the telephone calls into the record. 
Mr. Cohn is a very able lawyer. He knows that an Executive order 
has been issued, and that the President of the United States has said 
firmly, he said firmly; that he will not back down on that order. The 
order provides that no calls within the executive branch, memoranda 
or any kind of information can be turned over to this committee. 

If you don’t want your phone calls in, all you have to say is “I am 
not going to let my calls i in, unless, unless all of the calls within the 
executive branch go in.’ 

That is an easy, legal technicality to hang your hat on and get out 
from under it. May I say to the American people at this point, no 
Senator on this committee attached a legal technicality to getting his 


~ 
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calls in. Every Senator on this committee agreed to put the calls in 
whether or not such calls within the executive branch might not come 
in. I think it is always wise, it is always fair, and it is always just, 
to reserve comment on evidence in a given area—in this area it hap- 
pens to be monitored phone calls—until you get all of those monitored 

calls in that relate to that area which can be entered into evidence. 
kind I think that the American people are pretty wise. They know 
what the story is here, and that is that all of the parties have now 
agreed to put them in, except Mr. Cohn and Mr. Carr. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to prolong this, but T assume 
I have to make another point of personal privilege a to answer—— 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. Spe 

ally, what is the pr int of person: al priv ile ore @ 

Mr. Conn. I am not too adept at that, but Mr. Jackson has made 
ome statements which I say are completely unfair. If he does not 
want me to have an opportunity to answer—— 

Senator Jackson. I will give you part of my time. Which part of 
my statement is unfair? 

Mr. Conn. May I tell you? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. 

Mr. Conn. The point is this, I stated on the very first day I would 
consent to all of the calls going in. At that time there was no Presi- 
dential directive, and no reason ever to believe that all the calls could 
not come in. 

We wanted them to come in and I said that bindingly on the public 
record, I believe I was the first person thereafter to sign a written 
consent to give any monitored calls in, tes I was involved to Mr. 
Jenkins and his staff. At that tune, sir, I requested that they simi- 
larly, that the Army, similarly, sup ply "other relevant calls ‘to Mr. 
Jenkins and his staff. 

Senator Jackson. Just at that point, let’s take one point at the time. 
I am yielding part of my time. 

Mr. Corn. Can I finish ? 

Senator Munpr. Do you want to yield to Mr. Cohn, Senator Jack- 
son, or shall he continue? One of you at a time, either way. 

Mr. Conn. I will not be too long. The first point in which I said 
the Senator was wrong is that the first da y we consented and there 
was no Presidential directive at all. We said all the calls could come 
in and there was no reason at all at that time why they could not 
come in, 

The second point is that at a meeting I was the first one to sign a 
written consent. I believe, giving the calls to Mr. Jenkins. At that 
meeting I was asked and produced the dates of other relevant calls to 
Mr. Jenkins’ assistant. ‘Fhere was no Presidential directive. But 
the Army still, or Mr. Adams and Mr. Stevens still, failed to produce 
these other calls on the removal of General Lawton and other key 
things. I asked for them day after day. I said “Where are these 
other calls so they can all go in.’ 

There was no Presidential ditective at that time. There was a stall- 
ing for a 2-week period, I think, and over the 2-week period, when 
those calls were not produced and when there was no Presidential 
directive. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Cohn—— 
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Mr. Coun. The last point is this, sir: As to any calls—by the way, 
just to set it straight here, there are no monitored calls between Mr. 
Adams and myself. The calls between Mr. Stevens and myself have 
been fully testified to, as far as I know, by Mr. Stevens on the witness 
stand here. So there is nothing very secret there. But some of the 
things to which he referred relate to other calls which he withheld from 
this committee before the Presidential directive came about. 

There is a very simple solution. All that has to happen here is that 
over the weekend, if Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams can get permission to 
have these calls already mentioned, already referred to, go into the 
record along with the others, and with my original consent given the 
very first day, my calls, which are no secret because they have already 
been testified to, will be the first calls to be read into the record here. 

That, very plainly, is my position and has been all along, and I think 
is a completely fair position, and one that can be worked out. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Cohn, let me answer it very briefly. 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair say, Senator J ackson, this was 
not taken out of your time. 

Senator Jackson. Let me answer briefly. You are reverting now to 
the first day, when you knew there were a tremendous number of calls, 
some of them probably between Mr. Stevens and the White House, 
and that if you make a motion or agree to put in all calls, that obviously 
you would never get a call between the White House and the Secre- 
tary in. So by agreeing to all calls and stipulating to all calls, they 
wouldn’t all goin. That was the first instance. 

Let’s be absolutely fair about this. The Senators on this committee 
waived all these technicalities, they are not going back to the begining 
of these hearings, the Senators forgot about the Executive order and 
said: “Well, if that is it, all right, we will still agree to our calls.” 

Now, why can’t that be accomplished? It seems to me it is quite 
apparent here that, if all of the Senators on the committee agree, we 
will put our calls in whether or not all the other calls go in or not. 

I think it is very apparent and very obvious that when you attach 
a condition which you know makes it impossible for the ¢: all to go in, 
then it is obvious that the call will not go in. I think that is pretty 
apparent. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman, a point of personal privilege. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter? 

Senator Porrrr. That seems to be the way you can get the floor. TI 
have been trying here for 2 days to get these calls out of this little 
brown paper and put into the public record. 

Senator Jackson. I assume the Senator is not making a point of 
personal privilege against me? 

Senator Porrer. No. I am the person. 

Senator Munpr. He is trying to get the privilege of putting his 
monitored calls in, I believe. 

Senator Porrer. It is after 5 o’clock now, Mr. Chairman, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the counsel may read my monitored telephone 
conversations and we get that out of the way, anyway, tonight. 

Senator Munpr. We have a request for a unanimous consent before 
us. The Chair will state, is there any objection to reading the moni- 
tored conversations between Senator Potter and whoever is involved? 

There being no objection, Mr. Jenkins will take over. 
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Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Lucas, will you change seats with Mr. Rhodes? 

Please have a seat, Mr. Rhodes. 

I will ask you to take the transcript of the monitored telephone 
eall, Mr. Rhodes. that were exchanged between Senator Potter and 
the Secretary of the Army, and follow me closely, and then I will ask 
you ieiie ther or not I have read those calls correctly. 

This is dated February 20th, 9:59. [Reading :] 


SA phoned Senator Charles Potter 

SA. I was trying to find out yesterday where Senator McCarthy was, because 
I thought it was only fair and appropriate to tell him I was calling on members 
of his committee on the Hill, but I didn’t fi1 d out until this morning where he 
was, which was the Ten Eyek Hotel in Albany. So I called him on the phone 
and told him I called on those members of the committee I could find, because 
I was terribly distressed about this thing, particularly, in connection with General 
Zwicker, and he said, “Do you mean to say that he is not going to appear?” 
And I said, “I am just not willing to produce that fellow at this particular time.” 
Of course, you can imagine, the thing blew up completely and he gave me a very 
severe raking over. I am now a coddler, too, and he will show me before the 
American people what kind of a guy I am, and finally he said, “Will you accept 
a subpoena” 


I hope the press gets my pronunciation of that. I read an editorial 


last night, with respect to my mispronunciation. [Reading :] 

“Will you accept a subpoena for ten o’clock Tuesday morning?” I said, “I 
will take that under advisement, Joe.” He said, “Are you refusing?’ I said, 
“T am not refusing. I am taking it under advisement.’ Well, he said, “You 


are subpoenaed for 10 o’clock Tuesday morning,’ and he hung up the phone. 
I thought I ought to talk to the members of the committee and I have already 
talked to Everett. That call came through first and I want to talk with Carl, 
t but I thought I would bring you all up-to-date on this thing. That’s where 
it 


t IS now, 
Senator Porter. Where were you supposed to appear? 
SA. He didn’t say. I would assume, and I suppose I will get a subpoena, I 


presume it would be a meeting of the subcommittee here in Washington. He 
didn’t say anything about New York and I am certainly not going to New York 
unless I receive a subpoena that tells me to. 

Senator Porrer. What did Everett have to say about it? 

SA. Everett said he was going to get into the thing, too, and try to get ahold 
of you and see what to do about this business and I can’t do anything more than 
report to you the facts. 1 want to give it serious thought as to whether or not 
it is wise for me to appear at this time. Offhand, I think it probably is; on 
the other hand, there may be reasons for not appearing at this particular time. 
I will be here all day thinking it over. 

Senator Porrer. I will be in contact with Everett and Carl and we will see 
what we can do, 

Mr. Rhodes, have I or not correctly read the monitoring of that 
telephone call? 

Mr. Ruopes. You have, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You say that you took that telephone call? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Is that, Mr. Rhodes, in your opinion substantially 
the context of that call ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Does it in your opinion fairly and accurately repre- 
sent the substanee of the conversation between the two gentlemen 


on that occasion ? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I read to you—no. I will ask you now to change 
seats, but before you do so, Mr. Rhodes, is or not that the only tele- 
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phone call that was exchanged between Senator Potter and the 
Secretary of the Army monitored by you? 

Mr. Ruopes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you now to exchange seats with Mr. 
Lucas. 

Mr. Lucas, do you have before you the transcript of a monitored 
telephone call bet ween the Secret: iry of the Army and Senator Potter, 
dated March 1, 1954, at 9:45 a. m.? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JENKINS. Did you take it? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, si 

Mr. Jenkins. Nnd transcribe it? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, Sl 

Mr. JENKINS. Is or ii it correct or substantially so? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, s 

Mr. JENKINS. lt i is pe verbatim. 

Mr. Lucas. No, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. But in your opinion it does fairly and accurately 
represent the substance of the conversation passing between those 
two gentlemen at th: ut time ? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. W 1 you follow me as I read that transcript, Mr. 
Lucas? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir 

Mr. Jenkins (reading) : 

1 March 1954, 9: 45 a. m., Sen. Potter phoned Sec. Stevens: 

SrTevENS. Before you say anything, I want to say I am most grateful for what 
you have done. You have really responded when the chips were down; and as 
long as I live, I will never forget it. And if it would have been possible for you 
to attend that luncheon meeting, things would not have come out as they did. 

Porrer. When it was over and I found out the reaction to it—— 

Mr. Luc “The reaction.” 

Mr. enktins: The letters are all together. [Reading :] 
the reaction to it, I have been kicking myself ever since for not making some 
other arrangements. 

STEVENS. You have been wonderful, Charlie; but it has been a terribly rough 
thing to go through 

Porter. What is this this morning, have you any idea? 

STEVENS. Yes, the hearing this morning is, I think, on one GI who I believe 
is a Communist. We know all about him and, Charlie, this is one of these 
things. Itis net a question of discovering it ; we know it. 

Porter. You knew it all the while. 

STEVENS. I haven’t had a chance to check it yet this morning. The fellow is in 
town. He was up at Dix. Heis here now. And he has got his own counsel. As 
a matter of fact, he asked us for counsel, and we said we don’t supply counsel te 
Communists at Government expense. I am pretty certain, but if you would like 
to EROW iis es 


Five dots; is that right, Mr. Lucas? 
Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir; six. 
Mr. Jenkins (reading): 


Potrer. It is my understanding that the policy has been and is, and I think 
quite properly so, that as far as the Communists—he is not exempt from the 
Services. 

STEVENS. No. Wecannotdothat. Wecannot do it. 

Potter. As long as you know who he is, then you can watch his assignments. 

Stevens. That is exactly what we did. We cannot take the position that if 
a fellows ays he is a Communist, he is exempt from military service 
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Porter. I was talking with Lew Berry this weekend; and I thought maybe 
after the latter part of the week some time when things jell a little more, maybe 
just the two of us—I have a couple of suggestions I would like to make. 

" Srevens. God knows, Charlie, I would appreciate any suggestions you have 
because I... 

Five dots. 

know exactly how to operate, and I need suggestions. 

Porrer. Maybe we can have.lunch together, Bob. I am going to New York 
tonight, and there are some things I would like to talk with Berry about along 
this line; and I wonder if you would mind—if you would offer for Lew to go up 
with me, I will go up about 4: 00 and be back in the morning. 

Srevens. Certainly ; I will relieve him right now. 

Porrer. And have him contact our office about when we will be going. 

Srevens. As long as I live I will never forget it. When I issued my first state- 
ment, you came out and supported it; and when McCarthy came out and said I 
was a liar, you came to bat right off and came to my rescue, 

Potter. It has been a terrible thing that has happened. 

SrEvENs. I would welcome the opportunity to receive your suggestions, I 
would also like to take advantage of the situation to fill you in on what has hap 
pened, because, in an effort to cooperate with this administration, I was crucified. 
And I know I didn’t reflect any credit on this administration. And I would like to 
find out through your suggestions how we can recover some of this lost ground. 
The easiest thing istosay .. .— 

This is nothing really bad, nothing really naughty. Let’s say “To 
the devil with it.” How is that? Does that fairly and accurately 
convey the meaning? Do you agree, Mr. Welch and Mr. St. Clair? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes. 


Mr. JenKENS (reading) : 


and go home; “I didn’t want to come anyway.” But I don’t think that is right 
for this administration. I have taken a lot of abuse, and I suppose I will get 
a lot more. 

With one exception there in which I substituted a mild word for 
one perhaps slightly harsher, have I or not correctly read the monitor- 
ing of that call, Mr. Lucas? 

Mr. Lucas. I believe in about the fifth or sixth line from the end I 
wasn’t sure I heard you. 

Mr. Jenkins. From the very end? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir; the fifth or sixth line. the sentence. “And I 
knew it didn’t reflect any credit * * *” I wasn’t sure whether you 
said “it” or not. 

Mr. Jenxrys. I will read it again. [Reading:] 

I would welcome the opportunity to receive your suggestions. I would also 
like to take advantage of the situation to fill you in on what has happened, 
because, in an effort to cooperate with this administration, I was crucified. And 
I know it didn’t reflect any credit on this administration. 

Is that the question you raise? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I think I read it correctly. Have I or not now read 
this statement correctly and in its entirety with the exception of one 
word, for which I made a milder substitution ? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Which in no wise changes the meaning of it. 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Lucas, are the two calls that I have read, one 
being monitored by Mr. Rhodes and the last one being monitored by 
you, the only calls passing between the Senator from Michigan, Sena- 


SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 2139 


tor Potter, and the Secretary of the Army that were monitored, as 
far as you know ? 

Mr. Lucas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Chairman, so that the conversation might 
make a little more sense, I think I should make a short statement with 
reference to the first or the second conversation which Mr. Lucas 
monitored, following the so-called chicken luncheon when the now 
famous memorandum of understanding was issued. So that reference 
there to the reaction had reference to the reaction to that statement of 
understanding. Fortunately or unfortunately, a request for a luncheon 
together with Mr. Stevens never materalized. 

That is all L have. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will say that he had agreed with Sena- 
tor Symington and Senator Jackson—Senator Jackson had to leave to 
catch a plane—that we would recess as close to 5 o’clock as we could. 
Unless dears are other Senators or principals who want to ask unani- 
mous consent to have their conversations read into the record at this 
time as Senator Potter did, the Chair believes we should recess. He 
wants to make that statement now. 

Mr. Conn. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. Conn. Thank you, sir. 

To clarify things here a little bit, No. 1, I have just gotten a mes- 
sage from Dave Schine to the effect that he will consent to have a tele- 
phone call which Mr. Stevens made to him—although Mr. Stevens 
denied making it he did make it—date October 21, entered into the rec- 
ord with no conditions attached to it whatsoever. I am trying to reach 
Mr. Carr. I willina few minutes. 

I would suggest this, sir. If we could see over the weekend 
whether or not Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams can get an agreement that 
the calls I have listed by date, which were testified to long before the 
Presidential directive, could not be admitted in evidence, I think by 
Monday, whether they are going to go in or not, I will have consent 
from Mr. Carr so that all of our material can be read into the record, 
even though there is going to be a withholding of calls by Mr. Stevens 
and Mr. Adams. 

We want everything on our side in, no matter what. We think it 
would be much fairer if everything went in. If everything doesn’t 
go in, 1 suppose the way this game is going, ever ything from our side 
goes in, and.if it is to continue that w: ay, that will be all right with us. 

We would like a last effort to get these other calls put in the record 
at the same time. 

Senator McCartny. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. On this point, Senator McCarthy, of the calls? 

Senator McCartuy. Yes; in the point of the calls. 

I have six pages of calls here. There are some deletions which I 
would want to fill in. I have no special request that they go in to- 
night. I have to leave for Wisconsin very shortly. We are cele- 
brating the 100th anniversary of the creation of the Republican Party 
tomorrow night. 

Senator Porrer. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator McCartuy. I would ike— 

Senator Munpr. The Chair understands you would rather read 
yours in on Monday; is that right? 
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Senator McCarruy. I would like to knock this off as soon as I can, 
but No. 2. could I say this, Mr. Chairman, before we adjourn: I want 
it clear that the statement that Mr. Cohn made, while I will not dis- 
agree with him, has been made against my advice. I feel that I can 
play with a stacked deck. I advised my staff not to. I have advised 
the staff not to put any n onitored calls or put in anything unless we 
get the calls from Bill Rogers, the Deputy Attorney General, who 
must pass upon this evidence, pass upon the questions of contempt, 
and what have you. But after talking it over with Roy Cohn, he 
feels that he is also willing to play with this stacked deck. If he 
wants to—I feel I can—I think if he wants to it is up to him. 

So apparently all of the calls that we have will go in, even though 
we never get the calls between Mr. Rogers and Mr. Symington, even 
though Mr. Symington insists upon sitting as a judge after—— 

Senator Munpr. The Chair does not wish to go into that matter 
now, because this is just the matter of trying to bring these hearings 
to a recess this afternoon. 

Senator McCarruy. I will agree on Monday morning, Mr. Chair- 
man, to put this in. 

Senater Munpr. Thank you. 

We will stand in recess until Monday morning at 10 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 5:20 p. m., the hearing was recessed, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m. Monday, June 7, 1954.) 





INDEX 


I ine 
Adams, John G_. 2088, 2108, 2110-2112, 2115, 2117, 2124, 2126, 2134, 2135, 2is» 
Pe, TON occas anita ia aambeecdaieiaa i _ 221i, 2i12 
Air Force (United States) .........._ alg nace t ai bacd cee =: Seen 
Albany; Ni. Zceccuo< Serenata aa bailed arden diac Boa : 2090, BiB 
Anniversary of the Republican Party................................... 2189 
Appropriations Committee (Senate) —_ esau sit 2100, 2101, 2106 
pe dies 9137 
Army (United States) 2092, 2100, 212 2122, 2124, 2125, 2128, 2130, 2131, 2133 
Assistant Secretary of the Army __- atin 2105 
Attorney General of the United States___...._..__.___________ 2107, 2132, 2133 
POU TO i cisiestaleais cetacean sissies tet etal ce aia iasicecnbmecibaletaiial 2091 
Co A Se sc kane ks est ikeh caedieMaedetadtcoag era esis cing 
NIN a aemiccipeeice sal ar te RS gd 2094 
Pic I a a a a ee 2128 
UNI I iia sericrniaicnteantbraciaen ia chased iil Se act nga ea a ree 2107, 2108 
Cabinet members_- ~~~ sich Nai tin eae hia ih akc eihai eeaaliaillea ita ae 2114 
CN i ticintiienwodnamindinmcveniebamucsin ' fi ca ali cipdeniasa -- 2137 
Care. PLAN Pascunenecn ciesnscnssmenininieninie SLOG, GLLE, Biee. ZB: Sint Saas Gres 
Oiifford, Clark......««- is gorse i msaisoiatanl icc aie mie toca = 2119, 2126-2128 
I RN I tiiesttirienice esicrcrissnhemeonais, Oy ane en he cee skh 
Committee on Appropri: itions (Sen: ate D essing te cticatssedits eis idaeiaiialas, SS a 
Communist infiltration in the military___.__.__-__--_______ oo SIO, ZiRI 
SIRES REN insti os ese ten crema miaincemeianenighnnacents, Maths an kg aR ee 
Re NOR ii caches wt es e wines, SAO y BALRy Rhode Se 
Counselor to the Army__---__-_ 2088, 2110-2112, 2115, 2117, 2124. 2134, 2135, 2139 
Defense Establishment.-..--__~ s 3 eae "210 ) 
Democrat lawyer- a < a 
Department of the Army_- 2092, 2100, 2120 2122, 2124, 2125, 2128, 2130, 2131, 
Department of Defense a Msi banana 2138 
Department of Justice- aime . saab é ~ 2106-2108 
Deputy Attorney General_._--_~_- mipmanlsies wives n sates eiaseasem, eA es ig ae 
Dirksen, Senator -- athe a ; snsileinetintemmmnietiin: Rs POO. Aes ae 
| eee igi hee tides 2101 
Eisenhower, President al iaped asliceancheatieral a bn aed 2115, 2155 
Europe____- ial i sae Ss etch sie aia std lasses ile ea 2118, 2121, 2128 
Executive departments sessilis piishuein anaes we ee: - cdiansaci ae 
WxeCuti Ve - Orage? .. <n cdiimcain a al a ae a ieee iain 2133 
Fort Dix-- ictal lit alae aha agile ti ts ties anes alediialaiinintiiia si saan eile eg calli hieana tates ae 
a, a oeales ead ach dndeioa 2108 
Peet, CONCON EEE ic cecemncnens Lee) ; dials Kania 2123, 2136 
Horowitz, Mr aa = ie oes cee ete 2088, 2110, 2112 
Hotel Ten Eyck (Albany) - i a eee 9136 
een | ND in ccettetinetint rg tela sad bilan ina beac cabeeiacacedl ekdaceltad 
GORMIGR Tic ccticesunn sx aes : stitial et neediness dsiitiaadeteldietoacguaat ee 
Justice Department. ___----- a sees ci a a tad “2106 2108 
Lawton, General___.--—-- we sensi Saas ageaneiicanion sac oc enue MACs Gee 
RES ON dich ss dintcctin as tapainla man me tiemaian’ — cies ; _ 3111 
BRN NOS: 0 IR ee 12, 2093, 2095, 2132 
aN CO ass ccna angi anna tinineie ahi etme iadil 2089, 2096- 2116, 2123-2126 
RM NON ica ca cis cnc aves dice ss hisdpigh tian nent noes leila linea 
Marquis of Queensberry----- acca ai camels spinnin denice 212% 
McCarthy, Senator Joe_-_--~- niece ete shi Da ella 


2092, 2095, 2104 2119, 2121-2124, 2126-2133, 2136, 2138-2140 
McClellan, Senator__- ties { 21038, 2107, 2119, 2123 
Monitored telephone calls___.-----~- ji emtaccoiebced rakiicasr a -- 2088-2140 


I 





J me R 


r, Senator 
ter, Phil — 
resident of the 1 nited 


reside ntial directive 


9808S 


_ 2089 


1ir, Mr 
_G. Dav 
rep rt aa 
ary of the Ar! 
tary of Defense 
e Committee « Appl 
Senate of the United Sta 
Stevens, Robert T 
Symington, senator i 
Ten Eyck Hotel (Albany)-— 
‘ruman, President 
United States Air Force 
United States Army 2 
United States Assistant Secret: 
United States Attorney General 
United States Congress is 
United States Defense Esti ablishment 
United States Dey vartment of Fest 
United States Department of Justi 
United States Deputy Attorney Genera 
United States Navy 
Inited States Pre sident 
Inited States Secretary ‘ f Defer 
— States Senate 
States War Departine! 
‘Vv Fo re 
aay . President Nix 
War Department 
Washington, D.C 
Washington Vost 
White House 
White House switchboard = he eer 
Yellow phone (direct White House line) --- 
Zwi ker, General ____ 2090, 2091 


anjg?. ¢ 


9110, 


2119, 


_ 2109, 


OTs, 


2095, 


2102, 2 


o1! 20), 


YO4 
9095, 2 


2096, 


104, 


2127, 


2116, 
9118 


}-2108, 212 


‘ye >. 


2124, 


104 


2123, 


2124, 


5412, 2122, 213: 
9110, 2111, | 


9OSD-2 


9131, 2137 


2122 


2129, 2132 


2117, 2 
9123, 
9127 


92088, “3559 


2125, 213 


9125) 


96, 2158 
3, 2137 
2, 2140 


2100 


2138 


), 2151 


25, 2130 
2128, 2130-2 


9099, 2 


ia: 2100, 2101, 


ie 1: 00:2 
9102, 2124-2128, 2130-. 


9125, 2139, 


2140 
9136 


7 9129 


9128 


, 2133 


9105 


2100 
2124 


32108 


, 2129, ie 
_ 2089 
2100, 


, 2140 
2128 
2135 
21338 
2127 
29095 
2094 
2109 
2095 


8, 2136 


“9128, 9133, 


212% 
3, 2135 
2114 
2114 
2136 





